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Abstract 
Writer: Johanna Adolfsson  
Title: ‘Looking the other way does not make them disappear’: Social constructions of 
migrant Roma in Norwegian media  
 
Supervisor: Ole Jacob Madsen, Nora Sveaass 
 
This thesis explores social representations of the migrant Roma (‘Gipsies’) in Norway, within 
the context of the media. The study is located within the framework of qualitative social 
psychology. The use of critical discourse analysis as theory and method places this thesis 
epistemologically within a social constructive perspective. According to critical discourse 
analysis, discursive practices constitute social representations of the world that produce and 
maintain unequal power relations. Inquiring into dominance and suppression, critical 
discourse analysis enables an ideological stand that does not claim to be politically neutral, 
but rather politically committed to social change. Thus, the focus of this study is not to 
describe the social world as an objective reality, but rather to identify and critically analyse 
various discursive strategies used by the media, by drawing on media representations of the 
migrant Roma. By identifying possible ideological struggles and discursive negotiations, this 
study explores the discursive practices and social constructions of migrant Roma as expressed 
within the context of Norwegian media.  
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1 Introduction 
In January 2006, the Norwegian government abolished the prohibition against begging 
(‘løsgjengerloven’) thereby legalizing begging in Norway (Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). In 
2004 Norway, as member of the European Free Trade Association (EFTA), entered the 
European Economic Area (EEA), a constellation created to bring the economies of European 
countries closer together (Norway Mission to the EU, 2014). The de-regulation of borders 
through the EEA enables citizens of member-states to migrate freely to countries with 
healthier economies than their homeland (Kagan et al. 2011). Most of the Roma (‘Gipsies’) in 
Oslo have come from Romania (Denne, 2012) since the latter joined the European Union 
(EU) and the EEA on 1 January 2007 (Norway Mission to the EU, 2014). Like any other 
work migrants from EEA/EU countries, Roma are allowed to stay in Norway for three months 
without a visa (Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). However, given the difficulties of obtaining 
employment in Norway, many migrants turn to begging, which, in combination with their 
comparatively poorer living standards and cultural differences, has made them the targets of 
prejudice in the host community. This prejudice is often grounded in historical contexts, 
drawing on generalized stereotypes of Roma as dirty, lazy and criminal (Engebrigtsen, 2012; 
Rosvoll, 2013). Political and public responses to Roma migrants, relayed through various 
media channels, have been largely negative and biased (Denne, 2012; Engebrigtsen, 2012; 
Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). This has been shown by research conducted on behalf of the 
European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA, 2009) which indicates that a large 
proportion of the Roma EU citizens who migrate to other member-states become victims of 
racism in their new countries, suffering from discrimination, marginalization and social 
exclusion (FRA, 2009). 
In 2012 the Commissioner for Human Rights (2012, pp. 33–34) complained that 
European countries have not met their obligation to oppose racist acts directed against Roma, 
thereby failing to ‘secure the fundamental rights of Roma’. Unfortunately Norway is not an 
exception. According to a 2012 report from Norway’s Centre for Studies of the Holocaust and 
Religious Minorities, Roma are the most discriminated minority in the country (Rosvoll & 
Bielenberg, 2012). Furthermore, the Commissioner for Human Rights (2012, p. 50) states:  
  
2 
 
Traditional and new media play an important role in forming public opinion. 
However, the media are not always human rights-sensitive. In particular, in many 
countries throughout Europe, the media are failing to live up to their responsibility to 
counter stereotypes against Roma and Travellers. 
With these reports and statements as a starting point, this study explores whether the 
allegations referred to hold true in the reporting on migrant Roma by Norwegian media. The 
sources explored in this analysis are articles in national Norwegian newspapers. By adapting a 
critical discourse, analytical theory and methodology, the intention is to use what Fairclough, 
Mulderrig and Wodak (2011) hold to be a critical and problem-oriented way of conducting 
research. One of the main aims of critical discourse analysis is to study how social practice is 
both manifested and mediated through and influenced by language (discourse). By analysing 
language production, critical discourse analysis seeks to reveal ideologically enforced power 
relations and the social reality these contribute to maintaining (Fairclough, 2010). 
The often problem-oriented media reporting on the Roma migration to Norway and 
other European countries can be considered as an expression of views held by a majority 
population, simultaneously re-constructed by these reports, thereby maintaining and 
preserving the discourse. Nafstad and Blakar (2012) have established that ideologies and 
cultural frameworks are mediated through language and discursive acts, so the media as social 
forums can be seen as agents crucial in the construction and re-construction of social and 
political discourses (Nafstad, 2005). Once accepted by the dominant majority, these structures 
may become legitimized as ‘common sense’ and tacitly endorsed as truth (van Dijk, 1989). 
This framework serves to highlight how lack of local language skills, common 
amongst recently-arrived Roma in Norway (Denne, 2012; Engebrigtsen, 2012), leaves them 
unaware of and thus unable to intervene in negative media representations. Unable to 
negotiate the social representations relayed through media discourse, Roma migrants risk 
being silenced in a discourse that impacts their everyday life. This critical study investigates 
the constructed representations of Roma present in Norway, as circulated through the 
Norwegian media, exploring the consequences and implications of these various discourses, 
and whether these constructed representations can be linked to broader societal ideologies 
such as globalization, in-group/ out- group relations, multiculturalism and racism.  
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The overarching research questions are:  
What are the various social constructions of migrant Roma in Norway within the 
context of Norwegian media?  
What ideological structures underpin these social constructions?  
How are these manifested, and what consequences may the social constructions have 
for the migrant Roma and for the public perception of them as group?  
By locating ideologically driven practices and arguments I hope to reveal discourses 
that are taken for granted and that may imply negative consequences for the Roma – such as 
generalization, stigmatization and marginalization. 
I have met and discussed with various actors in contact with the migrant Roma milieu 
in Oslo. Further I have joined the police force in their daily work with Roma communities. 
This preliminary work was important to give me a better understanding of the complexity of 
the debate concerning the migrant Roma, but also in order to contextualize the secondary data 
obtained from other sources. These observations are not analysed as data in the thesis, but will 
be treated as observations that served to strengthen my own understanding and experience of 
the debate.  
The following section outlines the socio-historical and political context and the 
significant concepts relevant for this study. Throughout this thesis, relevant literature and 
previous research on social constructions of Roma will be explored, to illuminate the selection 
of methodology and theory in the study. 
1.1 Relevant concepts and definitions 
Historical, social and political context  
The Roma are believed to have arrived in Europe from India in the 10
th
 and 11
th 
centuries, and 
have since the 14
th
 century settled across most of the continent (Amnesty International, 2013; 
Engebrigtsen, 2012). The Roma do not have their own state or country (Amnesty 
International, 2013); neither are they an unequivocal culture, but rather a ‘mosaic’ of different 
cultures (Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012, p. 25). Persecution of the Roma has throughout history 
‘varied over time and have included enslavement, enforced assimilation, expulsion, 
internment and mass killings’ (Commissioner for Human Rights, 2012, p.7). This oppression 
and racism has persisted in contemporary times in the form of institutionalized racism, mass 
deportations, ethnic profiling, segregation, anti-Roma violence, hate-speech and racist 
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propaganda (Commissioner for Human Rights, 2012), making the Roma population one of the 
largest and most discriminated minorities in Europe (Amnesty International, 2013).  
1.2 The migrant Roma as part of Norwegian culture 
Large numbers of migrant Roma started arriving in Norway in the years between 2005 and 
2007 (Denne, 2012). One estimate during the summer of 2012 indicated that were between 
1000 and 2000 migrant Roma in Oslo (Denne, 2012).The arrival of the new immigrants gave 
great impact in the Norwegian press who began to write negatively about the new arrivals 
(Rosvoll, 2013). In 2008 the Norwegian media adapted the international term ‘Roma’ (rom) 
instead of the earlier ‘sigøynere’ (‘Gipsies’) (Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). This term has in 
Norway subsequently come to be synonymous with ‘romfolk’ (Roma). A search in the 
Norwegian national text archive Atekst for the words ‘romfolk AND rom’ including all of the 
national newspapers yielded not a singular hit before 29 January 2008 (ATEKST). This is not 
to say that the Roma population was not present in Norway before this date, but indicates 
rather that different terminology was used. 
According to Blakar (2006), the production of new words reflects changes in society: 
the emergence of new phenomena that need labels or old phenomena that need to be re-
defined says something about the social world. It may be that the increased work-migration of 
Roma to Norway after Romania and Bulgaria joined the EU (thereby coming under EEA 
rules) in 2007 (Norway Mission to the EU, 2012) required a ‘new’ word. And so the media-
adapted terminology came to be connected with Roma coming to Norway from Eastern 
Europe.  
1.3 Antisiganism 
In 2005 the European Council acknowledged the existence of antisiganism in Europe 
(Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). ‘Antisiganism’ is defined as racism directed against Roma; the 
term refers to ‘an ideology based on racial supremacy, a form of dehumanization and 
institutionalized racism, nourished by a historical discrimination’ (Liégeois, 2007, p. 302) The 
discrimination of Roma is, according to Sweden’s Anti-discrimination Ombudsman 
(Diskrimineringsombudsmannen 2011), an underlying structural dilemma, with consequences 
in terms of inequality and marginalization for Roma interacting in society. Antisiganism is 
motivated by the majority’s strivings to preserve their privileges by abuse of power. In its 
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most overt form, antisiganism is manifested in discriminatory acts, while being covertly 
exhibited and maintained through discursively constructed stereotypes (Nicolae, 2006).  
1.4 Ideology: particular ways of representing society  
 
Ideologies can be seen as carriers of meaning whereby the social world is constituted 
(Fairclough, 2010). These meaning-carriers function as frames of reference (Nafstad & 
Blakar, 2012), from which we make sense of the world. These structures then become 
understood as truths, from which we construct and re-construct our social world. Thus we are 
products of the ideologies we have produced and continue to produce (Nafstad & Blakar, 
2012). 
According to Fairclough, Mulderrig and Wodak (2011, p. 371), ‘Ideologies are 
particular ways of representing and constructing society which reproduces unequal relations 
of power, relations of domination and exploitation’. They further note that ideologies are 
embedded in, and work through, discursive constructions. To detect these structures in text it 
is essential to analyse the text in its context, as discourses are inter-textually connected to 
earlier as well as current ones. Furthermore, to grasp the ideological influence in discourse, 
the fact that the texts are read and understood within cultural and social contexts must be 
taken into account (Fairclough et al, 2011). 
Ideologically driven social constructions of migrant Roma may locate them within 
certain discourses that have the potential to impact negatively on them. Thus, scrutinizing 
ideology as a discursive instrument of power will be central in this study.  
1.5 The Media  
Defining ‘the media’ is challenging, given the wide range of elements that may be signified 
by the term. Because of the current nature of media use, which has become increasingly 
interactive, the borderline between the media and the public has become blurred. Sales of 
music and newspapers are dropping, not because people do not longer read or listen, but 
because they read and listen online. Furthermore, newspapers interact with their readers 
directly on chat-forums and commentary fields; the discursive constructions made in these 
arenas could also be considered as part of the media.    
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According to Fairclough (2010), the power of language production lies in its 
manifestation of ideology through the communication of meaning, practices and values. The 
mass media as an institution is, in his view, among the most influential channels for mediating 
ideologies. Similarly, Blakar (2006) states that the media possess substantial power by 
directing what is said and from which perspective. Blakar also notes that language usage 
always implies a demarcation: it cannot be considered as objective and neutral. Interaction 
between power positions and the power of language can be traced by identifying who benefits 
from a certain definition. Because of their status, the media prioritize authorities like the 
police, politicians and state agencies, according their opinions more space than the views held 
by less influential persons (van Dijk, 1989). The media play a critical role in the reproduction 
of political and institutionalized racism by persuasively presenting negative statements and 
representations of minorities (van Dijk, 1993). Based on data from various content analyses 
conducted in Britain, Germany, the Netherlands and the USA, van Dijk (1989, p. 218) 
contends that ethnic minority groups are seldom mentioned in the media unless they are 
involved in ‘violence, illegality, crime, or “strange” cultural behaviour’. These mechanisms 
serve to intensify a stereotyped image of ethnic minorities as being inherently problematic. In 
line with these arguments, Rosvoll and Bielenberg (2012) establish that the conceptions and 
the stereotypes of the Roma are enhanced and communicated by the mass media, in Norway 
as in the rest of Europe (Wodak & Matouschek, 1993). Hence, the tendency of the Norwegian 
media to refer to the migrant eastern Europeans as ‘romfolk’ (Roma) can to a certain extent be 
explained by the above arguments and by Denne’s (2012, p. 25) conclusion: ‘Negative 
headers about the Roma sell’. 
The Commissioner for Human Rights (2012) refers to the General Policy 
Recommendations No.13 of the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance 
(ECRI), stressing that member-states are responsible for monitoring racist and xenophobic 
acts in the media. These recommendations highlight the need for critical self-awareness and 
the importance of ‘self-regulation and ethical journalism to end the negative portrayal of 
Roma in the media’ (Commissioner for Human Rights, 2012, p. 12). To counter negative 
attitudes towards Roma, the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (2011, pp. 
8-9) recommends EU member-states to follow a set of guidelines: 
A. Ensure that the legislation is indeed applied to those media that incite 
discrimination, hatred or violence against Roma; 
B. Encourage the media to not mention the ethnic origin of a person 
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named in articles or reports when it is not essential for a good understanding of 
events; 
C. Encourage the media to adopt a code of conduct for preventing, inter 
alia, any presentation of information that conveys prejudice or might incite 
discrimination, hatred or violence against Roma; 
D. Encourage the media to refrain from broadcasting any information 
likely to fuel discrimination and intolerance towards Roma; 
E. Support all initiatives taken to impress the dangers of anti-Gypsyism 
upon media professionals and their organizations; 
F. Encourage the professional bodies of the media to offer journalists 
specific training on questions relating to Roma and anti-Gypsyism; 
G. Promote the participation of Roma in the media sector in general by 
taking steps for journalists and presenters from among Roma communities to be 
recruited and trained.  
These principles summarize the main concern of my study and will be referred to 
again in the thesis.  
1.6 The ‘new racism’ 
Teo (2000) and Agustions and Every (2007), have launched the notion of ‘new racism’ which 
goes beyond taken-for-granted ideas of racism as overt acts of outrage and insults. They argue 
that because of social restrictions on ‘openly racist talk’, racist expression has undergone a 
transformation to more covert discursive structures that are used to rationalize and justify 
negative representations of minorities. This new racism hides under more sophisticated 
language and manners, rendering it no less dangerous but perhaps more calculated. By using 
discursive constructions that draw lines between people of other ethnicities these 
representations play on tacitly understood and sometimes even ‘subliminal’ (Teo, 2000, p. 9) 
concepts. In accordance with this framework, Brookes (1995, p. 464) note how ‘Discourses 
that come to be recognized as racist will ultimately disguise and present their ideologies in 
new forms, generating old meanings in new disguises which conceal the exercise of power 
and thus make it more acceptable’. These operations of power embedded in everyday talk 
manifest themselves in the larger picture of mass media contexts (Teo, 2000). In support of 
the above, Wodak and Matouschek (1993, p. 25) have studied what they call ‘the discourse of 
neo-racism’. Based on their studies of racism in Austrian public discourse, in aftermath of the 
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fall of the Communist Bloc they see neo-racism as a phenomenon that has risen from the 
collapse of the former Iron Curtain regimes. The fall of Communism created a ‘refugee 
problem’ (Wodak & Matouschek, 1993, p. 234) with the effect of increased xenophobic 
expressions in the countries that became host for the new (work)- migrants from Eastern 
Europe. Neo-racism, according to Wodak and Matouschek, is discreet in the way that it does 
not explicitly reveal a racist discourse: it is the contextual set-up of diverse contents that 
strategically endorses prejudice, leading to a racist concept.  
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2 Relevant Research and Literature 
In this section I will present some of the relevant literature and previous research on social 
constructions of Roma. 
2.1 Prejudice 
Prejudice doesn’t tell us anything about the Roma,  
but is all the more revealing about our own society  
(Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012, p. 25) 
Reports prepared by NGOs and research centres show that social representation of 
Roma are generally based on stereotypes and myths, often taken from a historical context and 
frequently conceived as reality. All these reports indicate that stereotypes lay as ground for 
discriminating attitudes towards the Roma. (Brattvåg, 2007; Denne, 2012; 
Diskrimineringsombudsmannen, 2011; Engebrigtsen, 2012; Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012). 
From their study on social representations and stereotyped judgments about Roma, 
Moscovici and Pérez (1997) suggest a distinction between ideological prejudice and 
categorical prejudice. Ideological prejudices, they argue, involve a pre-conception, 
‘commonsensical’ representations based on widespread conceptions that set the criteria for 
how we are able to act and what we are able think. By contrast, categorical prejudices are 
based on the human tendency to draw firm conclusions, grounded in simplified stereotypes, 
which make us remote from ‘the other’. The linkage between these is their collective 
disposition to mobilize people into out-groups or in-groups on the basis of language, culture 
and values. This brackets prejudice within a historical extent that, these authors argue, is not 
always taken into account when prejudice is explained by cognitive paradigms. This means 
that prejudice should be recognized as products of social interaction and belief systems, 
reflected in history. Hence, prejudices against Roma are not regarded as inaccurate 
generalizations based on cognitive schemata, but are seen as socio-historical and cultural 
frameworks. Moscovici and Pérez (1997) propose a more complex, holistic and historically 
based explanation for acts of prejudice and discrimination. In reviewing the past, we cannot 
negate the cultural and historical effect on contemporary prejudice and discrimination against 
the Roma (ibid.). Similarly, Wodak and Matouschek (1993) outline a perspective on prejudice 
as manifested and communicated through language use. In this respect, prejudices are 
considered context-specific: they will vary depending on the historical situation they appear 
10 
 
in. Thus, according to these authors there is no such thing as a ‘language of prejudice’: rather 
they note that there is ‘a prejudiced language use’ (Wodak & Matouschek, 1993, p. 233). 
2.2 ‘Othering’ the out-group 
It has become a truism to state that people categorize their social environment  
into in-groups and out-groups’ (Leyens et al., 2000, p. 186) 
As social psychology includes many different approaches, the various theories offer 
diverse understandings and explanations of the concepts of ‘xenophobia’ and ‘racism’ 
(Wetherell & Potter, 1992). Theories that draw on individual explanations for racism and 
xenophobia can be paralleled with theories that have a more societal-cultural and contextual 
focus on negative attitudes (Wetherell & Potter, 1992).  
One main focus has been the psychological tendency to divide our social environment 
into in- and out-groups (Wetherell & Potter, 1992). Humans are predisposed ‘to construct the 
other in negative terms’ (Jovchelovitch, 2007, p. 127), meaning that people tend to attribute 
members of the out-group with less positive characteristics than members of their own in-
group (Leyens et al., 2000). People prefer and privilege their in-group at the cost of the out-
group (Chryssochoou, 2004). They are more likely to support members of their in-group in 
disagreements (Costello & Hodson, 2010), and they attribute a wider register of emotions to 
members of the in-group than to members of the out-group (Leyens et al., 2000). Finally, 
people sometimes even tend to describe the out-group as ‘lesser human beings’ 
(Chryssochoou, 2004, p. 53).  According to Powell (2008, p. 92), the ‘othering’ of minorities 
‘resulting in a lack of concern for the well-being of the ‘other’, consequently the ‘othering’ 
encourages power inequality with the effects of stigmatization and discrimination. By 
referring to Richardson’s (2006) study of the ‘othering’ of Gipsies, Powell (2008) argues that 
Gipsies and Travellers are more prone to be ‘othered’ than are other minorities. As a 
consequence of ‘othering’, the marginalized groups experience apathy, which reduces their 
chances to oppose their marginalization. 
 Leyens et al. (2000, p. 187) reason that people’s tendency to consider their own group 
as higher-ranking is an effect of the fact that people attribute a ‘human essence’ to members 
of their own group and an ‘infrahuman essence’ to members of the out-group. They further 
divide emotions into ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ levels (Leyens et al., p. 189). Simply put, 
primary emotions can be described as emotions we can attribute to animals such as anger, joy 
and sadness, whereas secondary emotions are regarded as more sophisticated, more adult and 
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‘more human’, such as compassion and remorse (Leyens et al., 2000). They hold that 
infrahumanization appears when people of the in-group refuse to acknowledge the out-group 
as having secondary emotions – in  effect, regarding them as having less human essence, and 
thus less human (Leyens et al., 2000). Hence, by not according some people such human 
characteristics as language, sentiments, intelligence, values and moral, the in-group restricts 
the out-group’s essence of humanity (Leyens et al., 2000).  
Pérez, Moscovici and Chulvi (2007) refer to their own study on social representations 
of Roma, with respect to stereotypes based on discriminating prejudices. They emphasize two 
conditions in their findings that illustrate the underpinning structures of discrimination. The 
first dimension, they argue, is the ‘nature–culture polarity’ (Pérez et al., 2007, p. 250), an 
opposition present when the majority declares itself as better than the minority. Further, they 
note ‘the human–animal polarity’ (ibid.), which occurs when the majority deprives the 
minority of human characteristics. ‘Not only is the Gypsy minority attributed animal features, 
but the majority distinguishes itself from them as a human group as against a non-human, an 
animal group’ (ibid.). By strategically discriminating the Roma minority in this way, the 
majority society achieves dominance and power, at the expense of the Roma. In their 
hypothesis Pérez et al. (2007) note that the Roma minorities in Europe are more likely to be 
represented ‘wrongly’ than the non-Roma majority. This psychological mechanism is 
conceptualized as ontologization, an action used to achieve social exclusion (Tileaga, 2007). 
The ontologizations of Roma postulates critical representations of them as ‘closely coupled to 
the animal realm’ (Pérez et al., 2007, p. 263) that threaten to cast the minority ‘outside the 
boundaries of humanity’ (Marcu & Cryssochoou, 2005, p. 44). 
Marcu and Cryssochoou (2005, p. 44) refer to the findings of a previous study (Chulvi 
& Pérez, 2002) of social representations of Roma that reveals a conception of them as 
‘antisocial nomads with a questionable morality and a preference for isolation within a self-
enclosed universe beyond the realm of the human species’. Given these notions, the effect of 
animal ontologization is a dehumanization of the Roma. In line with the above arguments, 
Buckels and Trapnell (2013, p. 772) argue that dehumanization is furthered by a sense of 
disgust over the ‘other’ which may ‘weaken or block perceptions of target humanity’. These 
mechanisms may then facilitate a justification of negative attitudes towards Roma. 
Following this line of thought, I understand dehumanization as occurring when 
members of the in-group consider members of the out-group as less human and more animal- 
12 
 
like, and thereby attribute to them lesser human emotions and characteristics than what 
they ascribe their own group. 
2.3 Strategies of ‘we–them’ argumentation 
Wodak and Matouschek (1993) list various strategies of discourse argumentation. These 
strategies, they argue, are built on separate but associated statements in text and talk, which 
when assembled together support and encourage acts of prejudice. By distancing oneself from 
responsibility and guilt, and simultaneously displaying this towards a group entity, one creates 
a ‘we’ versus ‘them’ discourse which works on the premise: ‘what many people believe 
cannot be wrong’ (ibid., p. 239). Closely related to the we–them discourse is the justification 
strategy, where the tactic is to absolve oneself of prejudice. By allowing speakers to illustrate 
the world in a uniform manner, they strategically circumvent their prejudice expressions. This 
presentation of oneself in a good way and the other in a bad way is often placed in relation to 
‘objective reasons’ and ‘various sorts of statistics’ (Wodak & Matouschek, 1993, p. 240). By 
constructing negative representations of minorities in the context of matters that are more 
socially acknowledged, it is possible to distance oneself effectively from prejudice while at 
the same time justifying these views as common sense (Agustions & Every, 2007). Tileaga 
(2005) states that the ‘we–them’ discourse concerning Roma is more extreme than other 
discourses regarding immigrants. This, he indicates, is because the Roma are being held up 
not only as distinctively different, but actually as beyond comparability with the mainstream 
society and other minorities. These constructions do not enable Roma to be ‘inside’: they 
restrict Roma the ‘possibility of a shared physical and moral space’, Roma become ‘beyond 
difference’ (Tileaga, 2005, p. 618). 
2.4 A social-constructive turn to categorization, prejudice and racism 
Wodak and Matouschek (1993) note that traditional social psychological research on racism 
and prejudice has been heavily influenced by a cognitively-centred perspective that regards 
prejudices as information processing. Prejudice in this sense is something that enables us to 
organize and make meaning of the social world. This assumes that the notion of in- and out-
groups is a fundamental psychological mechanism, based on cognitive and social interaction. 
It also assumes that in-and out-group biases are based on something rooted in a universal, 
objective reality, little inclined to shift (Wetherell & Potter, 1992; Wodak & Matoushcek, 
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1993). Wetherell and Potter (1992) claim that a social-psychological discourse-oriented 
approach to prejudice, categorization and racism would yield constructive and helpful 
perspectives. They criticize what they call ‘representational analysis of racist discourse’ 
(Wetherell & Potter, 1992, p. 67) such as social identity theory and social representation 
theory, for focusing solely on the cognitive individual processes involved in racist 
categorization. They agree that categorization can be regarded as cognitive processes, but they 
hold that it is at the same time a social act, manifested and transported through language use 
(Potter & Wetherell, 1987; Wetherell & Potter, 1992). In accordance with this framework, 
Billig (2002) holds that ideologically framed categories and stereotypes are conceived and 
structured within language. Language can be regarded as fundamental for our perception of 
our surroundings, so social categorization can also be studied from a discursive perspective 
(Verkuyten, 2003). Categories do exist, but they should be regarded as discursive orderings 
embedded in a historical context (Wetherell & Potter, 1992). Categorization should be 
considered as constitutive, ‘the discursive act creates groups, interest, emotions, similarities 
and differences, a social landscape, an anthropology, a psychology of identity and even a 
geography’ (Wetherell & Potter, 1992, p. 146). Given this perspective, categorization is not a 
harmless act: to order humans into groupings may have consequences for people, and so 
categorization must be analysed for its impact on social life (Magnusson, 2011, p. 91). 
According to van Dijk (1989), language, discourse and communication construct and re-
construct racism; thus, in-and out-group bias is not something cognitively inherent in people, 
but rather institutionalized by society. In line with the above argument Wetherell & Potter 
(1992) agree that discourse constructs and defines the social and psychological domain; they 
note that the individual, subject, groups and socially constituted categories are products of 
discourse. Wetherell and Potter (1992) warn against analysing racism with a priori 
conceptions, as they fear that the effect can be adverse. By stabilizing the content of racism, 
they argue, we risk missing racist expressions that we have not accounted for. The stereotyped 
racist language divided into in- and out-group characteristics can, for that purpose, be 
adjusted into a more subtle discourse by not drawing on biological classification. Thus racism 
as communicated and re-constructed through discourse is not a stable and universal category: 
it should be regarded as plastic and ever-changing (Wetherell & Potter, 1992). 
In line with the above, Wetherell and Potter (1992) further propose a psychological 
approach to the process of categorization which takes into account discourse as a collective 
ground of ideological negotiation. They propose that, in order to analyse racism, we need to 
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pay attention to power: how power is exercised, how social landscapes are distributed and 
which social identities are made available through these processes, and to whom. We must 
look for the emergence of ‘new’ discourses in light of the history (ibid.). Thus, from a social 
constructivist framework, there is no innate psychological mechanism that categorizes people 
into groups; instead, negative attitudes, xenophobia and racism should be analysed ‘within the 
structural framework of historical, political, socio-economic and cultural power relations in 
society’ (Mullard, as cited in van Dijk, 1989, p. 202). Based on this overview I will now 
proceed to an explanation of the epistemological stand and selection of method and theories 
applied in this thesis. Furthermore I explain why I regard these as relevant for exploring 
discursive practices and social constructions of migrant Roma within the context of 
Norwegian media.  
2.5 Epistemological framework for the study 
The epistemological framework of a study directs how that study conceives of knowledge, 
and how it analyses and presents the data. Knowledge can be interpreted differently from 
diverse perspectives, making it imperative to account transparently for the epistemological 
standpoint from which the researcher is speaking (Mason, 2002). This study is centred within 
the framework of qualitative social psychology; my use of critical discourse analysis as theory 
and method places the thesis epistemologically within a social constructive perspective. By 
establishing a social constructive framework, reflexivity is made essential; taking account for 
reflexivity guides the researcher to reflect over, and to take responsibility for her 
interpretation, her impact and the probable consequences of the research (Jørgensen & 
Phillips, 2002). According to Willig (2010) there is no fixed framework for achieving 
reflexivity, but she emphasizes that the main goal should be to give an explicit, honest and 
informative reflection of the researcher’s part in the study. Moreover, this encourages the 
researcher to be aware of that her version of research is only one of numerous ways of 
showing the world, which in turn should impel her to reflect critically on her own study 
(Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). Truth is a concept that can be negotiated (Jørgensen & Phillips, 
2002). Instead of claiming that one’s own research offers a better representation of the world, 
the researcher should recognize that she does not have sovereignty over truth; she must 
explain that she is merely proposing one view, one illustration, of the world. The researcher 
needs to make it clear that her research is culturally and historically context-bound, and so the 
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statements one makes about the world will inevitable be constrained within this framework 
(Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). 
The debate about migrant Roma, not only in Oslo, but all over Europe, has been 
ongoing and pervasive. My own interest in the theme started some time ago. From encounters 
with actors involved in the milieu, my fieldwork with the police force and personal 
observations, I can state that the debate has never been neutral; the presence of migrant Roma 
in Oslo does not seem to leave anyone unaffected. This is partly why I chose critical discourse 
analysis as methodology, as the approach opens up for a political and ideological stance, not 
claiming to be neutral, but instead embracing the un-equalized and marginalized (Fairclough, 
2010). This analyse does not claim to give a true and complete analysis of the situation of the 
Roma in Oslo, but rather to reflect some of the implicitly taken-for-granted assumptions that 
might imply negative consequences for them, such as inequality, marginalization, social 
exclusion.  
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3 Methodology and Theory 
3.1 Discourse analysis: A social constructionist approach 
A broad understanding of discourse and discourse analysis holds that ‘language is structured 
according to different patterns that people’s utterances follow when they take part in different 
domains of social life […] discourse analysis is the analysis of these patterns’ (Jørgensen & 
Phillips, 2002, p. 1). Constructionist approaches to discourse analysis share the focus of 
conducting critical research by stressing the relevance of scrutinizing power relations in 
society aimed at bringing about social change (Fairclough et al., 2011; Jørgensen & Phillips, 
2002). By understanding language as an agent of normative action, always implying 
reflections of the world and never neutral, discourse analysis allows a perspective on language 
as an instrument of power (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). Discursive constructions and 
representations are contextually situated within historical, political and social settings, and are 
often reproduced, preserved and entrenched as social realities, as ‘common sense’ (van Dijk, 
1993; Willig, 2010). ‘The taken for granted, is, per definition that which is not problematized 
– that which one does not even think can be problematized’ (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002, pp. 
188–189). Thus, one of the over-arching incentives for discourse analysis is to unravel and 
reveal power mechanisms underpinned by ideological motives. By examining naturalized 
conceptions of the world, discourse analysis seeks to make them visible subjects for criticism 
and conversion (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002).      
3.2 Critical discourse analysis 
Critical discourse analysis (hereafter CDA) is, according to Fairclough (2010, p. 4), a ‘critical 
realist’ approach; by ‘critical’ he refers to CDA’s ability to systematically scrutinize the 
structures of discursive action that underlie ideological motives. These structures are in 
constant negotiation over power, and a main focus of CDA is to map the ideologies in power 
and the effects of discourse: the ideological effects (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). In 
accordance with this framework Wodak (1999) holds that ‘critical’ implies embracing 
complexity while rejecting dichotomous definitions of the social world; thus, the simple and 
convenient answers to social inequality should be analysed in light of ideology. Fairclough 
(2010, p. 5) sees CDA as a ‘realist’ form of social constructivism – which means that CDA, 
unlike other, more post-structuralist approaches to discourse analysis, separates the discursive 
from the non-discursive, acknowledging that there is a real world  that will exist 
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unconditionally, regardless of whether we perceive it. The existence of the social world on the 
other hand is necessarily dependent on its actors – defined through language use, always 
constitutive and never neutral. Chouliaraki (2002, p. 104) suggests that discourse should be 
considered as ‘one moment of the social’, as the moment we make meaning of the social 
world. Considering language use as a social practice entails regarding language as a form of 
action, always imbricated in a historical and social context. Thus, language is socially shaped, 
and simultaneously socially constructive (Fairclough, 2010).  
3.3 A critical way to address research 
CDA as a critical way to address research entails a certain approach to methodology 
(Fairclough et al., 2011). Instead of defining a particular set of theoretical and methodological 
perspectives, CDA offers a more open process through which the project starts with a broader 
topic, be it neoliberalism, veganism, feminism, xenophobia or whatever. In this process, 
methodology serves as a catalyst where the topic is further processed and focused to become 
‘objects of research’ (Fairclough et al., 2011, p. 358) through which the particular research 
questions are located. The questions under study then give guidance as to which methods that 
is most apt for conducting the research (Fairclough et al., 2011; Fairclough, 2012). When 
focusing on discourse one must necessarily draw on various different theories and 
perspectives. The research object is not an isolated element, but a trans-disciplinary unit in 
relation to diverse frameworks (Fairclough, 2010; 2012). In line with these arguments Wodak 
and Meyer (2001, p. 64) argue that CDA needs to approach our complex world in ways that 
are ‘multitheoretical, multimethodological, critical and self-reflective’. By implementing 
different empirical data and various approaches, the analysis becomes multi-methodological, 
drawing on several approaches to knowledge, and identifying various different genres 
(Wodak, 2004). This triangulation of different perspectives helps to decrease the possibilities 
of bias in the analysis (Wodak & Meyer, 2001)        
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3.4 How to analyse critically 
The concept of discourse can be explained in three dimensions, where discourse is referred to 
as: ‘language use as social practice’, a ‘kind of language used within a specific field’ and ‘a 
way of speaking which gives meaning to experiences from a particular perspective’ 
(Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002, pp. 66–67). Together these dimensions set the criteria for how 
social identities, social relations and systems of knowledge and meaning (Jørgensen & 
Phillips, 2002, p. 67) are produced and reproduced. To analyse how these dimensions 
manifest in language use, Fairclough (2010, p. 132) suggests a method that engages in the 
‘description of the language text, interpretation of the relationship between the (productive 
and interpretative) discursive processes and the text, and explanation of the relationship 
between the discursive process and the social process’. Thereby the analysis becomes 
separated in two layers, where the text and the discursive practice will be analysed apart, but 
still be affected by each other (Fairclough, 2010). By focusing on discursive practice, the 
researcher can explore how the text relies on and communicates pre-existing discourses, and 
how consumers of the text also relate to and connote these. The text is analysed on the basis 
of its linguistic patterns, the grammatical and syntactical structures that shape the text. 
Together, text and social practice constitute a coherency, forming a social practice which 
either produces or reproduces discursive structures which have consequences in the social 
world (Fairclough, 2010). Hence, CDA can offer an answer to how and why certain discourses 
are constructed (Teo, 2000).  
Fairclough (2012) proposes several key concepts as a framework for the process of 
analysis. Genres are different ways of using language that construct social activity and 
compose discourse, like news articles, job interviews, political meetings, etc. Style, is a way 
of being, as with the styles of artists or politicians. Order of discourse is a particular 
articulation of different discourses and genres, which creates various possibilities for making 
sense of the world. Such an order of discourse may become dominant discourses, i.e. ways of 
making sense of the world that become accepted as conventional. These discourses might 
become hegemonic; they may form a conception of common sense and thus be taken as a 
truism.  
In analysing text, one must take note of how these concepts are connected to each 
other. This includes interdiscursive analysis, a focal attribute in CDA that takes into account 
the context and the relation between ‘concrete occasional events and more durable social 
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practices’ (Fairclough, 2012, p. 457). This means analysing how diverse discourses draw on 
current or earlier discourses, and how these are affected by and in turn affect the social world.  
As CDA emphasizes the complexity of discursive practice, embracing the social-
historical and cultural context, while also accounting for particular linguistic structures, it 
offers a tool for exploring and scrutinizing ideological constructions and taken-for-granted 
assumptions, located in and mediated through language production. In view of the research 
reviewed in the preceding chapter, and given that negative attitudes to minorities often tend to 
be based on generalized perceptions, subtly and implicitly communicated as common 
understandings, I argue that CDA is an appropriate method for analysing social constructions 
of migrant Roma within a media context. 
3.5 Data generation 
This study is based on newspaper articles concerning Roma. Because of my rather open 
research questions, I chose to regard all newspaper articles treating Roma as potentially 
relevant data. To reduce the risk of overlooking relevant material I based my searches on the 
combination of ‘Roma AND Romfolk’, which I thought would cover the topic and yield the 
most significant information. The focus of data generation has been related to my research 
questions, so the articles selected concern the topic of migrant Roma in Norway, including 
representations that might show them in particular ways. Searches were made in the national 
database Atekst, and included all newspapers with nationwide circulation: in all, 828 articles 
came up. Because of this rather large number of hits I decided not to include other 
combinations of search words. No articles with my combination of search words were found 
dated earlier than 29 January 2008. Because of this ‘natural’ frame I chose to narrow the 
study down to the timespan January 2008 to October 2013 inclusive.  
As my study focuses on representations of Roma in Norway, and the vast majority of 
them reside in Oslo, I have chosen to concentrate on the newspapers that are most dominant 
in reporting on the Oslo area. Thus I selected Aftenposten including its sub-papers Aften and 
Osloby and the Oslo-focused newspapers Dagsavisen, VG and Dagbladet. In total I read 210 
articles related to the topic, and excluded any that I did not find relevant to my research 
questions. This resulted in a base of 120 articles. To create a foundation for the analysis I 
selected 84 articles that would illuminate the framework and guide the analysis. For the 
completed report, 38 articles have been selected to illustrate examples of the theme areas, and 
thus serve as my body of argumentation. Apart from these 38 Norwegian articles, 4 
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international articles have been selected in terms to exemplify and illustrate the Norwegian 
media discourse; these 4 articles are not represented in the counting of quotations. I have 
translated all extracts from Norwegian into English carefully as possible.    
3.6 Ethical considerations  
This thesis is based on texts written as public ‘naturally occurring material’ (Jørgensen & 
Phillips, 2002, p. 120) in a newspaper context, without involving personal contact with 
individuals. Thus, the main focus is not on exposing individuals, but on seeing how 
ideologically underpinned structures constitute social constructions of migrant Roma in Oslo, 
and how these are mediated by and manifested in the media. For transparency, the articles 
used for empirical examples are all listed chronologically in the Appendix.  
3.7 Methodology of the study 
The Commissioner for Human Rights (2012) has complained that stereotyped and negative 
representations of Roma continue to be spread by the mass media in Europe. By constructing 
the Roma within a narrow framework of ‘social problems and crime’ (Commissioner for 
Human Rights, 2012, p. 12), the media sustain and reproduce stereotypes that excludes the 
Roma from the major society. Based on the above, this analysis will focus on if stereotyped 
and negative representations of Roma also are present within the Norwegian media context.  
As critical discourse analysis is not a method but rather an approach that 
interdisciplinary draw on adequate methods to study discursive relations implied and 
mediated through language use (Fairclough, 2010), the methodological tools given from CDA 
can be interpreted rather widely. In this thesis I have made use of Brookes (1995) and Teo’s 
(2000) structures of CDA in their studies on discursive strategies applied in newspapers to 
generate a manual to lead me throughout the analysis. This guideline along with the key 
concepts of CDA will thus function as a framework in the process. The analysis will firstly 
focus on particular strategies applied in discursive practices as a general outline of how media 
produce, reproduces and sustain certain ideological structures by using discursive tools. 
Further on, the analysis will continue with a mapping of particular discourses that 
intertextually draw on earlier as well as current discourses of Roma, and how these may vary 
based on historical, social, and cultural contexts.  
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4  Results: General discursive strategies in media 
4.1 Introduction to results 
This analysis will focus on whether stereotyped and negative representations of Roma can be 
found also within the Norwegian media context. The report of the Commissioner for Human 
Rights on negative media representations of Roma, as well as various Norwegian reports 
(Brattvåg, 2007; Denne, 2012; Engebrigtsen; 2012; Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 2012) attesting to 
generalized representations of Roma in Norway moved me to explore whether these 
allegations hold true within the Norwegian media context. 
International research concerning prejudice and negative attitudes against minorities is 
built on theories of social cognition, prejudice representation (Leyens et al., 2000; Marcu & 
Cryssochoou, 2005; Moscovici & Pérez, 1997; Pérez et al., 2007) and social constructions of 
minorities that in various ways draw on stereotypes that become naturalized as commonly 
accepted truths (Brookes, 1995; Riesigl & Wodak, 2001; Tileaga, 2005; Teo, 2000; van Dijk, 
1989; Wetherell & Potter, 1992; Wodak & Matoushek, 1993). In line with the social 
constructionist approach to categorization, prejudice and racism, I hold that stereotypes of 
Roma emerge from socially-formed constructions, imbricated in the historical, cultural, social 
and political context – hence, social constructions of Roma may differ depending on the 
circumstances in which they appear. The following section focuses on correspondences 
between Norwegian media constructions of Roma and past research, as well as what is unique 
to social constructions of Roma within the Norwegian discourse. 
4.2 Headlines: linguistic structures revealing ideology?  
Newspaper text is a genre of discourse that undertakes a certain way of representing social 
practices (Fairclough, 2012). ‘Style’ refers to the selection, variation and structuring of words 
used by media when describing these practices (van Dijk, 1991). The lexical choices that 
make up the genre and the style applied when reporting on minorities indicate the underlying 
intentions of the text. A phenomenon may thus be described in various genres with different 
styles and thereby be given distinct, even opposed, meanings.  
Headlines in newspaper articles are designed to catch the interest of the reader while 
simultaneously compressing the main information into a few words (Teo, 2000). Teo (2000) 
notes that newspapers strategically employ what he calls the ‘inverted pyramid, referring to 
how news headlines and articles follow a design that structures the most relevant or most 
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interesting information first and the least important last. Headlines hold more power to impact 
the reader than the rest of the article; this means that the information announced in the topic 
forms a hierarchical construction which directs the theme of the text. By acting on the 
receiver’s previous knowledge, this structure prompts the reader to contextualize the 
information. In this way the headlines and the article control how the information is 
processed, what to pay attention to, and what to neglect (van Dijk, 1989). Given this 
framework, it becomes crucial to study critically the newspaper’s ‘ideology that biases the 
reader to one particular reading’ (Teo, 2000, p. 14) of the headline, making other possible 
readings seem unimaginable. By studying the words chosen and by dismantling the syntactic 
structures, it is possible to get hold of the ideology behind the topic. My findings show that 
headlines often are structured to communicate the clear focus of the article. The ideological 
motif, on the other hand, is often tacitly communicated by referring to ‘generally known 
truths’. One example appears in Aften for 11 July 2012, with the heading: ‘Stop giving them 
money’. The headline refers to statements made by Oslo’s acting mayor Stian Berger Røsland 
(Conservative Party) concerning Roma beggars in the city. Here the newspaper takes it for 
granted that the reader will connect the headline with earlier relayed contexts of Roma 
beggars. The syntactic structure of the imperative ‘Stop giving them money’ declares an 
explicit ‘them’ which also implies an implicit ‘we’: a construction of a binary opposition that 
distributes social positions, where the givers are ‘we’ and those who we should stop giving to 
are ‘them’. Evoking an action from one part simultaneously excludes the other part from the 
collective, which might signal a passivation of the ‘other’. Furthermore, there is an underlying 
assumption that the readers already understand why they should stop giving money, indicating 
a consensus amongst the readers, a general concept of a ‘them’ profiting from an ‘us’. 
In another example, Osloby’s headline 21 March 2013, states: ‘Preparing for a 
challenging Roma summer’, referring to the estimate of the NGO Church City Mission that 
the influx of Roma will increase in the approaching months, and Oslo municipality’s 
calculations indicating that 2000 migrant Roma were staying in Oslo the previous summer. 
The phrase ‘a Roma summer’ might  be regarded as a combination of words, like ‘Indian 
summer’ or ‘World Cup summer’, indicating something specific that deviates from other 
(regular) summers. On its own, a ‘Roma summer’ could be almost anything. However, placed 
in context with ‘preparing’ and ‘challenging’, the structure relays a concept of a Roma 
summer as being something difficult. The headline leaves little room for other interpretations. 
Followed up by the article’s outline of the number of migrant Roma present in Oslo the 
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previous summer, the text promotes negative views, thereby limiting possible interpretations 
of the article to an understanding of ‘Roma summer’ as something burdensome.  
The headline ‘Looking the other way’ does not make them disappear’ in Aften 10 July 
2012, refers to the return of the migrant Roma community to Vaterland Park in central Oslo 
only days after the police had chased them away from the very same area. According to the 
article, the police took action because the Roma were using the city park as a campsite. First 
and foremost the headline again indicates the assumption that readers already have a 
foregrounded understanding of what the headline is referring to. And again there is a clear 
divide between ‘us’ and ‘them’, where the reader is understood to be one of ‘us’, indicating 
that ‘they’, the migrant Roma are presumed to not be participating in the news discourse. This 
headline could be interpreted ambiguously: the structure refers to the naïve way of thinking 
that troublesome things will disappear if we refuse to see them. It can also function as an 
announcement, indicating that we need to acknowledge that the situation of the migrant Roma 
is something we cannot ignore by looking the other way. Depending on the reading, the 
presence of migrant Roma may be interpreted as something troublesome, a problem that will 
not disappear by naïve attitudes alone. The headline thus indicates that something will have to 
be done. The various social identities implemented in these possible interpretations either 
construct the majority as uncertain and naïve, not realizing that this is a problem that needs 
action; or it constructs the majority as the ones who are in charge of the solution. Either way, 
this headline portrays the migrant Roma as having little agency.  
These headlines reveal an underlying ideology where constructions and concepts are 
structured so that only certain readings of the text seem available. The headlines constrict the 
reader’s interpretation of the story while also restricting possible perceptions of Roma. The 
ideological effect of ‘othering’ the Roma may be that the ‘we-image’ (Powell, 2008, p. 97) is 
simultaneously strengthened – leaving the Roma outside the ‘we-category’.  
4.3 Generalization: constructing the beggar? 
Generalization is another strategy used by the media for quick expression of compact 
information, describing individuals or groups in terms of broad, undetailed concepts that 
produce a generalized picture (Teo, 2000).   
My findings show that ‘Roma’ often are closely coupled with beggar terminology, to 
an extent where these terms appear almost synonymously. For example: VG, 30 April 2013 
writes, ‘The all-time beggar-summer’, and then:  ‘the police have sat down and deliberated 
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about this, and are now sure that thousands of Roma will come to Norway this summer’. 
Aftenposten, 20 April 2013: ‘suddenly many Roma beggars come in from the streets of Oslo’ 
and further down in the same article, ‘there are more beggars here than before. Many local 
newspapers report of Roma’. Dagbladet, 28 July 2012: ‘My distrust of the Roma is further 
deepened at the sight of beggars sitting together on the pavement with other beggars’; and 
Aftenposten, 11 July 2012: Libe Rieber-Mohn (Labour Party) does not want separate toilets 
for visiting beggars. ‘Everyone in Oslo shall have the opportunity to use public toilets. I have 
little faith in special arrangements for the Roma’.  
The co-occurrence (Brookes, 1995, p. 471) of words and structures of meanings in 
reporting on minorities tends to fixate lexical constructions to a point where the terminologies 
become convertible. These manoeuvres reveal ideologically driven structures that operate as 
common knowledge: repeated conjoined use of Roma and beggar may become ‘naturalized 
reformulations’ (Brookes, 1995, p. 471). As these structures become settled in distinct 
discourses, they conceal certain understandings of a phenomenon in favour of others 
(Brookes, 1995). The danger here is that migrant Roma become the targets of prejudice and 
fear based on stigmatized conceptions of them. The social identities available for migrant 
Roma within the Norwegian media context are narrowed down to a generalized perception of 
them as beggars. Since many Roma are not beggars, and many beggars in Norway are not 
Roma, we must ask: why, then, does media discourse construct them as beggars? Teo (2000, 
p. 17) holds that, as a consequence of categorization and people’s disposition to perceive the 
‘other’ as less nuanced, people ‘also tend to color the perception of the meaning of what that 
person does’. People may biasedly perceive ethnicity or colour as something negative. 
Similarly, migrant Roma may risk becoming objectified as an entity or a group of beggars, 
while ethnic Norwegian beggars are more likely to be regarded as individuals. 
4.4 Metaphors: constructing a ‘Roma invasion’?  
Words are never neutral; they inevitably place themselves and what they represent within a 
certain perspective that will favour some positions rather than others (Blakar, 2006). By 
articulating attitudes and interests, words operate in evaluative ways, steering readers towards 
a certain perception of events (Brookes, 1995). In this respect, metaphors can be considered 
as carriers of ideological meaning as they constitute and organize the social world. As 
metaphors are already embedded within language they appear as natural and often go 
unquestioned (Brookes, 1995). My findings show that metaphoric constructions of migrant 
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Roma frequently tend to draw on words with connotations of something threatening. The 
following examples display constructions of migrant Roma used by various Norwegian 
newspapers. Dagsavisen, 4 July 2013:‘this spring the politicians announced a sheer invasion 
of Roma to Oslo. The capital prepared for a flood of beggars that never came’; and further 
down in the same article ‘in holiday-quiet streets, the hordes of beggars forecast before the 
summer are absent’ and lastly, ‘government representatives spoke of an explosion of beggars 
in Oslo this summer’. Headline in VG, 30 March 2013: ‘Progress Party fights beggar 
invasion’ and further: ‘already at the end of February the first Roma came to Oslo’. 
Aftenposten, 7 May 2013 printed a speech written by Arild Furuseth (Conservative Party) ‘it 
is commonly known that today’s invasion of Roma is to a large extent organized and financed 
by traffickers within the same group of people’.  
The following article constructs an invasion and occupation of Karl Johan, the main 
street in downtown Oslo, thereby drawing on metaphoric constructions of Roma as pariah. In 
Aften 29 June 2010, the headline runs:  ‘From parade street to pariah street’. The article refers 
to the presence of foreign street-workers on Karl Johan. Given the time-reference, this 
headline insinuates that in the past Karl Johan was a street for pomp and display, a street to be 
proud of, giving connotations to ‘parade’ as a street with ancestry and history. By contrast, 
today the street is conjoined with ‘pariah’, low and undesirable. Secondly, this headline offers 
few possible interpretations, as the reference to ‘pariah’ is unequivocally negative, indicating 
persons who are despised. 
Further on the article declares: ‘the area is dominated by Romanian beggars, African 
prostitutes and well-equipped security guards. The situation is so bad that employees flee and 
shops shut down’. And ‘On Saturday night, Aftenposten’s reporters counted over 50 Roma 
and at least 20 African sex-workers within the span of 10 minutes’.  
I propose that the passage quoted above can be interpreted to contain an underlying 
assumption that the reader will agree that 50 Roma and 20 African sex-workers found in the 
course of 10 minutes is too many. Exactly what is ‘too many’ is not defined, but as the article 
signalizes that the area has been taken over by Romanian beggars and prostitutes, other 
possible readings of the text seem limited. Moreover, by using metaphors of conflict analogy 
such as: ‘dominated’,’ taken over’, ‘the situation has become so bad ‘ and ‘employees flee’, 
the article strategically constructs the minorities as threatening and dominant, manipulating 
the reader to feel that something dangerous is going on. 
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Further down, the article quotes a street musician: ‘I have played in Oslo for the last 8 
to 9 years, and things have changed dramatically in the past 3 or 4 years. Oslo has become the 
ugliest capital in Europe.’ Moreover, the article quotes Norwegian visitors on Karl Johan, 
‘This is so sad. This is Oslo. We want to take our girlfriends here, but Karl Johan has become 
a free zone.’ These quotations follows a syntactic order that presents Oslo, and Karl Johan in 
particular, as unsafe and ugly, while simultaneously implicitly implying that this is because of 
the street -workers. By quoting members of the public, the text uses subjective opinions to 
enhance one depiction of Karl Johan. However, this does not mean that the people quoted 
actually referred explicitly to the migrant Roma or others street workers: the article relays 
their statement in that context. No voices of the Roma are heard in this article, neither are the 
‘Romanian beggars’ nor the ‘African sex-workers’: their version of Karl Johan is not 
articulated. I argue that these constructions of migrant Roma depict them in a generalized, 
narrow and highly specific sense. In line with earlier discussed constructions, I again claim 
that these structures produce a dichotomy where the Roma are portrayed as something apart 
from ‘us’. The range of possible social identities made available for Roma through this text is 
basically restricted to being ugly and dangerous. Ultimately, Roma (and other street-workers) 
are in this context considered as pariahs who pollute and destroy Karl Johan with their 
presence. Further, this article balances its ‘facts’ with subjective statements to support an 
underlying ideological structure that enhances one social reality at the expense of possible 
others.  
According to Wodak and Matouscek (1993, p. 233,) ‘communication about minorities 
is centered thematically on a few elements, such as difference, deviance and perceived threat’. 
The above examples demonstrate concepts of  ‘hordes’,‘invasion’, ‘flood’, ‘explosion’ and 
‘beggar invasion’ that can be seen as metaphors that present migrant Roma as something that 
happens, as an ‘uncontrollable threat’ (Brooks, 1995, p. 474). Reisigl and Wodak (2001, p. 
26) note that discursive constructions of ethnic minorities frequently draw on concepts of 
them as ‘invading’, ‘flooding’ and ‘taking over’ or constructions coupled with animals/ 
animal-owning as “herded together” (Reisigl & Wodak, 2001, p. 60). Accordingly, words like 
‘invasion’ and ‘explosion’ can be interpreted as a conflict  terminology, creating negative 
connotations to migrant Roma as something dangerous that needs to be combated and 
controlled. Furthermore, the example of migrant Roma as ‘flooding’ can generate an idea of 
the Roma as a force of nature, beyond human control. Finally “the hordes of beggars” may 
refer to an ancient war-terminology but may also simultaneously give connotations to hordes 
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of animals. All in all, these constructions reveal an underlying ideology and latent ideas of 
Roma as something threatening and uncontrollable. 
4.5 Quotation patterns revealing ideological motives? 
Quotations are strategically used in newspapers to give their stories credibility. Especially 
when people in positions of power are quoted, the text seems to be more factual, more 
authentic (van Dijk, 1991). However, since such power-positions are rarely held by 
representatives of ethnic minorities, their participation in the news discourse is limited, and 
their perspectives are hardly heard (van Dijk, 1991). Furthermore, people in positions of 
power tend to be quoted verbatim, whereas with minorities, the views expressed are often 
attributed to persons with ‘expert competence’ on the topic (Teo, 2000). Additionally, those 
who appear in the press are often people interested and engaged in the specific topic (Teo, 
2000). Quotations are used as an effective tool to draw discursive lines, strategically 
manoeuvring the reader within an ideological sphere (Teo, 2000). 
My findings further confirm these points. My base sample consist of 38 articles from 
which 36 articles are treating Roma and the remaining 2 are treating beggary. From these 36 
articles treating Roma, members of the migrant Roma community are quoted verbatim 22 
times in 9 different articles, whereas politicians, the police, representatives of NGOs and other 
experts from mainstream Norwegian society are quoted verbatim in total 67 times in 27 
various articles on the Roma, where 3 of the 27 are feature op-eds written by politicians (2) 
and the Romanian ambassador (1). In addition come four International articles on Roma, 
these are not represented in the counting of quotations above. In my view, this imbalance 
furthers an ideological stand, where the lack of direct quotations from migrant Roma excludes 
them from the very debate where they are the focus. Hence the fact that migrant Roma are 
represented silently, without any influence over the report or article in question bears witness 
to an asymmetry with possible consequences for them. Apart from not having an impact on 
the production of meaning, their absence may simultaneously give the impression that the 
migrant Roma are ignoring the debate, thereby framing as withdrawn, ignorant and passive. 
Not only do generalization and passivation of minorities in the media construct them as less 
complex and potent than members of mainstream society, they also place the Roma in a social 
category which becomes harder and harder to escape, the more general and ‘natural’ it 
appears (Teo, 2000). Thus, these strategies may work to disempower and differentiate, even 
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threatening to construct Roma as less than human, with the possible ideological effects of 
infrahumanization.  
4.6 Over-lexicalization: constructing a Roma-problem? 
Another linguistic manoeuvre of the media is over-lexicalization (Fowler et al., 1979): a term 
that describes how language uses strategies to implement ideologically-laden structures. 
Over-lexicalization is characterized by how people in unequal power-relationships are often 
depicted in contrast to the ‘norm’, further underscoring social deviance (Teo, 2000). Thus, 
linguistic structures like the female firefighter, the all-girl rock-band and the Roma beggar are 
examples of concepts that deviate from social convention. The migrant Roma are often 
represented in combination with other concepts. My findings offer several examples of over-
lexicalization, like the headline in Dagsavisen (13.04.2013) ‘Roma invasion’, or the headlines 
in Dagbladet (18.07.2012) ‘Roma shock’; ‘Roma challenge’ (Aftenposten, 29.04.2013), 
‘Roma problem’ (Osloby, 16.05.2013), ‘Roma-beggars’ (VG, 02.05.2013), ‘Roma-actions’ 
(Aftenposten, 24.05.2013), ‘Roma-summer’ (Osloby, 21. 03.2013), ‘Roma-scandal’ 
(Dagsavisen, 13.04.2013) and ‘Roma-case’ (Dagsavisen, 13.05.2013). These constructions 
present the migrant Roma in relation to another conception, depicting them in a way that 
indicates connotation to something problematic. Oslo needs to get ready for an invasion of 
Roma. The linkage of words in this context gives the Roma beggar status as something else 
than any other regular beggar, just like an all-girl rock band is something else than a regular 
rock band. 
 Brookes (1995) explains that over-lexicalization often cluster words in relation to a 
specific concept by relying on already-existing clusters or by creating new ones. These 
clusters of words create categories from which we draw conclusions about the world. Because 
of their composition, certain concepts instead of others frequently reappear, thereby 
highlighting a certain perspective. In my findings, Roma often appears together with 
assembles of words that draw on a certain angle of them: ‘begging’, ‘sanitation’, ‘problem’ 
(Aften, 11.07.2013),’trouble’, ‘criminality’, ‘excrement’ (Aftenposten, 12.07.2012) 
‘problems’, ‘hygiene’, ‘garbage’ (Vg,19.07.2010), ‘excrement’, ‘problems’, ‘hygiene’ 
(Aftenposten, 03.08.2012),‘pickpocketing, grand larceny, all types of criminality’ 
(Aftenposten, 20.04.2013), ‘waste’, ‘filthy forest slopes’, ‘and not least: crap” (Aftenposten, 
20.04.2013). 
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Past studies on social representations of minorities in media have shown that 
constructions that tend to cluster are notions closely linked to concepts of criminality or other 
behaviour perceived as dubious (van Dijk, 1989; Wodak & Matouschek, 1993). Similarly, I 
argue that constructions of migrant Roma closely coupled with representations of them as 
‘criminals’ and ‘invading’ construct them as bringing about unsafe environments. When 
negatively charged words appear and re-appear in context with Roma, time and time again, 
they become almost interrelated. The merging of ‘Roma’ with structures such as these 
basically negative terms creates an understanding of them that is primarily restricted to 
negative connotations: problematic, dirty, criminal, beggars. 
Van Dijk (1989) note that it is fundamental what the news covers about ethnic 
minorities, and how it is written. He argues that newspapers tend to depict minorities as either 
having or causing problems, complicating the everyday lives of the majority. These lexical 
manoeuvres ‘can have a very powerful ideological effect on the readers’ perception and 
interpretation of people and events,’ (Teo, 2000, p. 16); by structuring people in opposition to 
each other, articles encourage prejudice and intolerance. These constructions may be argued 
to imply that Roma, regardless of whether they actually commit crimes or break the law, are 
of concern and should be monitored. I argue that these manoeuvre position Roma not only 
within the category of beggars but also within the category of being unsafe, unreliable, 
dangerous. Thus, this usage diminishes the possible ways of making meaning about Roma. 
This section of the analysis has focused on the general strategies of discursive 
practices that the media employ when articulating underlying ideological stands. The 
following section will focus more on specific discourses articulated on Roma, and how these 
interdiscursively draw on earlier as well as present discourses.  
4.7 The Ordinary People: constructing Roma as not ordinary?  
‘Who we are is as much dependent on who we are not’ (Powell, 2008, p. 96) 
International research has shown that by categorizing people into out-groups based on the 
idea that they are radically diverse from the in-group furthers a conception of the out-group as 
less normal, as less human ( Leyens et al., 2007; Marcu & Cryssochoou, 2005; Tileaga, 
2007). My study reveals several examples that indicate a borderline between Roma and other 
using the concept of ‘ordinariness’. 
 In Aften, 31 July 2012, head the local Conservative Party in Frogner district, Bård 
Standal, states: ‘The ordinary people who by their mere presence function as normative and 
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criminality-impeding are excluded from the public area’. VG, on 19 July 2010, quotes the 
Oslo police force ‘we see them lurk about after uninhabited places where they move in. These 
can be places where ordinary people would not even imagine living.’ Similarly, Aften on 10 
July 2012 quotes Hans Edvardsen, Director of the Department of Urban Environment: ‘Many 
use the parks for camping. Hence ordinary people cannot use the parks.’ Aftenposten 20 
December 2012 quotes acting mayor Stian Berger Røsland: ‘Everyone is welcome to our city, 
also the Roma, on the condition that they follow ordinary rules (…) they have to be a part of 
the ordinary city-scape and not occupy parks and green areas’. Røsland is also quoted in 
Osloby on 16 May 2013: ‘Most cities need rules. Such rules say that public parks shall be 
open for everyone in the city.’ The article explains, ‘The acting mayor fears that ordinary 
people not will be able to use the parks if they are used for camping and as toilets’. 
 Recurrent in all these examples is the construction of ‘ordinary’. There is an 
assumption made that Roma are not following ordinary rules; that by their presence the Roma 
keep ordinary people from visiting parks and other public areas; they lurk, they occupy areas 
and buildings, and they are criminals. These constructions distinguish, creating a borderline 
between Roma and other, ordinary people. These ordinary people are implicitly constructed 
in opposition to the Roma, and are represented as normative, law-abiding, criminality 
impending – and excluded by the Roma. The constitution of ordinary may not have inherently 
negative implications, but the positioning of ordinary people in opposition to the Roma may 
enhance the majority as something ‘normal’ while presenting the Roma as something apart 
from the vast majority. If there is a conception of ordinariness it presupposes that there is also 
a conception of un-ordinariness. Thus, by limiting Roma ordinariness, these constructions 
may present a picture of the majority as a unified and streamlined group. 
Tileaga (2005, p. 605) states that the ‘extreme prejudice discourse’ surrounding the 
Roma serves to localize ‘us’ as the civilized and settled ‘within’, while leaving the Roma 
‘outside’, without a cultured legacy, without rational and legitimate behaviour. The banal 
constructions of Roma that draw on stereotypes of them as ‘abnormal’ and ‘different’ from us 
create an essence of them as a ‘matter out the place’ (ibid. p. 605).  
  Similarly, Marcu and Cryssochoou (2005, pp. 42–43) note that ‘civilization 
often gets contrasted with savagery and barbarism’, thereby leaving some cultures to be 
‘perceived as less civilized than others’. According to this framework, civilization is the 
pinnacle of the transition from nomadic lifestyle into a domiciled culture, where the 
refinement of individuality takes place. Furthermore, the contradiction between the concepts 
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of nomadic and sedentary life reproduces and sustains the idea of migrant minorities as 
suspicious and even dangerous (Silverstein, 2005). Thus, I hold that the above-mentioned 
constructions of Roma as ‘not ordinary’ may be compared with depictions of barbarism and 
civilization.  
Such categorizing of Roma might mean that they are seen as having fewer secondary 
emotions, ‘because such others are unlike “ordinary people”’ (Leyens et al., 2000, p. 194). 
Depriving the migrant Roma of secondary emotions makes them appear as having less human 
essence, perhaps appearing to members of mainstream society as primitive and lesser humans. 
Furthermore, when categorized as vagrant, the Roma risk being seen as suspect and 
untrustworthy. Moreover,  such constructions of Roma as nomadic and ‘not ordinary’ may be 
problematical to mainstream society’s perception of them, while also creating challenges as to 
how the majority perceive themselves.  
4.8 The migrant Roma as humans? 
As noted, recent research on representations and constructions of Roma display concepts of 
them as not really normal and even less-human (Marcu & Cryssochoou, 2005). However, my 
data reveal that, in opposition to the discourse drawing on conceptions of ordinary people, 
there are also contemporary constructs that draw on perceptions of migrant Roma ‘as 
humans’.Aftenposten, 26 August 2010: ‘it may seem as if the Roma are a pestilence and a 
plague, and that’s the way they are treated, but they are humans’. Dagbladet, 11 July 2012, 
quotes Daniel Ioniã, Romanian ambassador to Norway: ‘It is often uncomfortable to see the 
problems associated with these people on the street corners or in the parks. Obviously we 
would rather not see them like this, considering that they are humans.’ Dagsavisen, 9 April 
2013 quotes Libe Rieber-Mohn (Labour Party): The Roma are humans like everybody else, 
and they shall be treated in a proper way.’ Vg 3 March 2013 writes ‘How we treat the Roma-
debate this summer will show us who we are‘ and further down the article ‘The solution to the 
problem is of course to solve the problem in the country they come from’ and ‘The hate is 
blooming, and nobody ever realizes that the Roma actually are humans’  
I argue that these notions are prone to evoke social change, as they express concern for 
the lack of facilities and arrangements for migrant Roma in Norway. All extract bear witness 
of a conception of Roma as humans and that they should be treated as such. The message may 
be something of this sort: the Roma may be a pestilence and a plague, they may be a burden 
and we would rather not see them like this, but like anybody else they shall be treated as 
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humans. These constructions may appear as superfluous and self-contradictory, because of 
course the Roma are human beings like everybody else. However, the very fact that this is 
expounded on shows that these speakers feel the need to clarify the Roma’s humanity. In one 
sense, the way these constructions make sense of the Roma as humans could also indicate the 
possibility of questioning their humanity. Nevertheless, most ethnic groups are never 
described in terms of their being human, so constructing Roma as humans still demarcates a 
diversion between them and the mainstream society that may influence how mainstream 
society perceives them. However, even though these statements above may tacitly 
communicate a somewhat ambivalent concept of migrant Roma, we may ask: is there is an 
underpinning ideology driven by a covert racist agenda? In contrast to past research and the 
previous discussed discourse drawing on constructions of migrant Roma as “not ordinary”, I 
claim that these extracts draw on a more ethically humane discourse that request for societal 
change and a deeper reflection over the migrant Roma’s situation in Norway. I suggest that 
the construction of Roma as humans rather is an effect of the past and current discourses of 
Roma as not really human. Hence the ideological and historical perspectives on the Roma 
minority may restrict the current possibilities to make sense of them. Thus, it may be argued 
that on one hand, it is profoundly derogating not talk about Roma as humans; however, on the 
other hand it also becomes problematic to talk about Roma as humans as it contradicts the 
unquestionable, fundamental and inherent premise of being human. Nevertheless, to counter 
the notion of migrant Roma as “not really humans” it becomes inevitable not to talk of them 
as human.  
4.9 Constructing dirtiness, darkness and dangerousness?  
Previous Norwegian reports on migrant Roma in Oslo (Denne, 2012; Rosvoll & Bielenberg, 
2012) confirm that the stereotyped image of them as dirty and messy draws on a more general 
conception of Roma as ‘something’ that we need to clean out. Numerous articles in my data 
also draw on a discourse of migrant Roma as unhygienic and messy. In the examples below, 
migrant Roma are coupled with words linked to sanitation that depict them in a generalized 
way that systematically limits the possible ways of making meaning of migrant Roma. 
 VG, 19 July 2010: ‘here are the police’s horrifying pictures: visiting Roma-
Rumanians use tombstones as toilets – occupy apartments – live in nursery-ground 
playhouses’. The report continues: ‘the apartment was filled with heaps of what by 
Norwegian standards are regarded as garbage’… ‘they left clothing, food leftovers and 
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faeces’… ‘it looked like a terrible garbage dump’. Aftenposten, 10 August 2011: ‘by night it’s 
a temporary camp, by day it’s a garbage dump’. Aftenposten 15 July 2012 quotes ‘I just 
recently saw a man who squatted down and went to the toilet by a ledge right outside my 
window’. Aftenposten 20 April 2013: ‘The dark side of Oslo: A Roma woman urinates on the 
street, wipes herself with a rag that she later tosses away. A man squats, his trousers pulled 
down, re-decides, stands up and pees’.  
These extracts all explicitly describe Roma in terms of words with reference to bad 
hygiene and poor sanitation. The time-span, from July 2010 to May 2013, indicates that the 
constructions of Roma in context with hygiene and sanitation have not changed in three years. 
In the first extract, the article mentions ‘Norwegian standards’, indicating deviance from an 
implicitly articulated ‘other standard’, thereby drawing a line between Norwegians and the 
‘other’ the Roma – which in this context might insinuate that the ‘other, Roma, standard’ 
includes garbage, food leftovers and faeces. The division between ‘our’ standard and ‘their’ 
standard might tacitly imply that Roma wish to live in a ‘terrible garbage dump’, thereby 
deepening the impression of the difference between ‘us’ and ‘them’. Buckels and Trapnell 
(2013) state that disgust can work as a psychological demarcation that draws a line between 
people, making us normalized and humanized, in opposition to the other. Thus by conveying 
connotations to something repulsive, the headline creates a juxtaposition that derogates the 
Roma and simultaneously idealizes ‘us’, the readers. 
 In the third extract, the article draws on a concept of Oslo’s dark side, describing 
Roma urinating in public. Brookes (1995, p. 474) holds that darkness functions as a 
metaphor: ‘the symbolic use of darkness suggests evil, sin, paganism and un-enlightenment’, 
and continues: ‘Darkness gives a sense of anarchy and chaos that is beyond normal 
understanding’. In the above examples, I argue, the newspaper texts draw on a discourse of 
hygiene and sanitation. By linking publicly urinating Roma to the context, the article 
insinuates that the ‘dark’ side of Oslo is something disorderly, something apart from the 
normal. Constructing migrant Roma as filthy, chaotic, and outside normal standards serves to 
stigmatize them into categories from which mainstream society can then make meaning of 
them.  
4.10 Interdiscursivity: Roma as filthy, criminal beggars? 
Interdiscursivity works as ‘hybrids’ (Fairclough, 2010, p. 457) of several discourses: by 
simultaneously drawing on current as well as previous discourses, interdiscursivity creates 
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and reveals ‘socio-cultural changes’ (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002, p. 73). In the following 
three examples, the discourse of migrant Roma as being equivalent to beggars is 
interdiscursively connected by using discursive constructions that connote to both migrant 
Roma and beggars. 
 Example No.1  
Aftenposten, 11 July 2012, has two articles on the same page. The first article deals with 
begging, and quotes Michael Tetzschner (Conservative): ‘Begging is a sign of how people 
come to Norway and commit crimes. None of our beggars living here mess things up like 
that’. Further down the article Aftenposten quote police inspector Hans Sverre Sjøvold: ‘no 
matter where you come from, you cannot urinate and defecate on the streets and in public 
parks.’ The second article on the page concerns the ‘Roma encampment’ that gathered on the 
grounds of Sofienberg Church in July 2012, noting that ‘the neighbours are worried about 
excrement in the bushes, trouble and criminality’. In the first article there is no explicit 
mention of Roma are not mentioned, but the structures in both articles draw on the same 
constructions of ‘excrement’ and ‘criminality’. These draws on the discourse of ordinary 
people and simultaneously on discourses of criminality and hygiene. By quoting the statement 
that none of our beggars would do such thing, the structure indicates that migrant beggars are 
filthier than our beggars, hence positioning the migrant beggars within a category below our 
beggars. And within the expression ‘no matter where you come from’, I see an indication that 
filthiness is also tacitly linked to ethnicity.  
Example No.2          
Aftenposten, 24 July 2012 also publishes two articles on the same page, where the first 
concerns begging, and quotes the Oslo Police Chief: ‘litter, aggressive and persistent beggars, 
occupation of uninhabited houses, camping in parks, complaints about urination and faeces, 
noise, leftovers that attract rats and gulls, complaints related to schools and kindergartens, 
residents does not dare to let their kids outside due to begging Romanians.’ The second article 
deals with the Roma encampment at Årvoll in Oslo: ‘neither the commissioner of Oslo nor 
the government has any clear plan of how to deal with the Roma that are now leaving the 
camp at Årvoll. Probably will many of them go down to the centre of Oslo and sleep in parks 
and other public places.’ Also here, the first article does not mention migrant Roma, but again 
there is a joint construction of ‘camping in parks’ that can be said to link the two articles 
together, apart from the fact that they also appear on the same page. When ‘Roma’ has 
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become almost ‘interchangeable’ with beggar, these two articles, even without specifically 
mentioning Roma, can, with their wording, foregrounding and positioning, still serve to 
undermine the migrant Roma and affect them and the way the major society perceives them 
negatively.   
Example No. 3 
Similarly, also the following quotations draw on an interdiscursive understanding of Roma as 
beggars. Dagsavisen, 12 July 2012, begins with ‘Romfolk’ (Roma) and quotes the mayor of 
Oslo Fabian Stang (Conserv.): ‘as a fellow human I wish that I could have helped each and 
every one of them, but I believe that if we adjust for begging we will deceive thousands into 
coming here and being humiliated’. Osloby, 16  May 2013, covers the same debate and quotes 
Christian Tybring-Gjedde (Progress Party): ‘how much will imposing fines on beggars, fines 
that they do not pay, serve as deterrence? Or sentencing them to jail where they get 
accommodation, food and money?’ Further: ‘deportations will of course be conducted in a 
humane and proper way, and we will gladly help them to get a better life where they live.’ 
In the first example above, the article headline indicates that the content will be about 
Roma. Even so the article is about whether Oslo should prohibit begging. Begging is by 
definition not a phenomenon that involves only Roma, but it is indicated that the readers 
understand a possible prohibition against begging on the background of migrant Roma 
beggars. There is an underlying assumption that ‘beggars’ are synonymous with ‘migrant 
Roma’, making it logical to talk about migrant Roma in the context of a ban on begging. 
Further, the quote insinuates that such a prohibition is actually for the migrant Roma’s best, 
by drawing on a moral stance that we would be deceiving them into coming here, where they 
would be humiliated. Positive self-representation, as Agustino and Every (2007, p. 129) note, 
is an effective strategy in public debates as it depicts the speaker as ‘tolerant, hospitable and 
rational, whereas minorities are portrayed in ways that problematize and marginalize them’. 
In the first extract, the mayor of Oslo presents himself as moral and loyal to the Roma, and 
indicates that a law prohibiting begging is only for their own good. On a rational and humane 
level ‘we’ do not want to deceive them because ‘we’ do not want ‘them’ to humiliate 
themselves by begging. By contrasting ‘us’ and ‘them’, this construction threatens to promote 
‘us’ at the expense of ‘them’, where members of mainstream society are the noble and 
responsible part, whereas the migrant Roma do not know their own best. The second example 
also treats the proposition of a ban on begging and likewise draws on a taken-for-granted 
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assumption that ‘Roma’ equals ‘beggar’. Moreover the quotation implies that migrant Roma 
would have nothing against being put in jail, because of the accommodation and pocket 
money they would be given. To be imprisoned and bereft of your freedom is, according to 
societal norms, not something people generally wish for, thus the speaker is presupposes that 
migrant Roma are not like most other people, ‘they’ are not like ‘us’. The notion of the 
generic ‘them’ further insinuates that speaker sees all Roma as being the same: they do not 
pay their way, and they would not mind being imprisoned. Furthermore, this quotation also 
draws on a concept of positive self-representation, as it depicts deportation of Roma as 
conducted in a humane way – and ‘we’ would be glad to help them.  
Within this framework, all the above extracts reveal a clear ‘we–them’ dichotomy that 
works as an underlying and taken-for-granted premise; moreover, the examples all display a 
structure of migrant Roma as beggars. Further discourses relay concepts of Roma as filthy, 
messy and criminal. On the whole, these tacitly understood constructions reveal an 
ideological perspective that objectifies migrant Roma as an entity, thereby limiting the ways 
in which Roma may be perceived by mainstream society.  
4.11 Constructing impediment? 
Van Dijk (1989, pp. 217–18) refers to his study on representations of minorities in the press, 
and states that minorities are frequently coupled with constructions that signify control, such 
as ‘restrict’, ‘expel’, ‘curb’, ‘refuse’ or ‘arrest’. He further notes (1989, p. 217) that minorities 
as depicted in the press are often portrayed as the ‘experiences or patients of actions of 
others’, mainly the authorities.  
Similarly, this study also indicates that the Norwegian media draw on a discourse of 
constructs with connotations to impediments. However, my data also reveal constructions of 
mainstream majority society as being inactive and passive, implying a conception of migrant 
Roma as representing ascendancy on the Norwegian society.  
Aften, 11 July 2012, quotes acting mayor Stian Berger Røsland (Conserv.): ‘Some 
2000 people have come to Oslo without our doing anything. If we make things easier for 
them, with accommodation and showers, this problem will increase’ and further down the 
article: ‘if all of us are reluctant to give them money, it won’t be particularly attractive to 
come here’. Dagsavisen, 20 July 2012, quotes Christian Tybring-Gjedde (Progress Party): ‘I 
fear that many more will come if we keep being inviting and not doing anything’. 
Aftenposten, 3 August 2012, with the headline ‘Oslo municipality has given toilets to the 
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Roma’, quotes Røsland: ‘portable toilets will only create a larger problem than we already 
have, and we will have even more visitors’. Aftenposten, 14 July 2012, also quotes Røsland: 
‘a prohibition on begging might make Oslo less attractive for certain groups’.       
Given this framework, I argue that these articles extract show ideas of limitation: by 
not providing accommodation and other facilities or money, ‘we’ will hinder Roma in coming 
here, and can thus control the problem. Furthermore, all the above examples refer to an idea 
of migrant Roma as coming to Norway because of something ‘we’ do or do not do, while 
simultaneously giving migrant Roma agency by evoking a notion of them as coming to 
Norway because they are attracted to the country. Further, several extracts imply the concept 
of migrant Roma as a sanitary problem, which may result in a generalized idea of them as un-
hygienic. By stating that ‘we’ have not done anything and ‘we’ have a problem, these 
arguments imply that there is consensus in mainstream society, a common understanding that 
‘we’ have to act against ‘them’, the migrant Roma. On a more abstract level, these constructs 
may promote a generalized and objectified conception of migrant Roma, as if the Roma were 
a phenomenon striking at Norway, something un-human. In the last extract the speaker notes 
that it is specifically ‘certain groups’ that ‘we’ do not want to attract, in fact referring to the 
migrant Roma. This statement places Roma ‘outside the boundaries of the commonly 
accepted groups’ (Bar-Tal, 1989, p. 171), thereby constructing the idea of migrant Roma as 
unwelcome and unwanted.  
4.12 Constructing Roma as not European?  
My data analysis focuses on Roma within the context of Norway and the Norwegian media. 
Nevertheless, the European debate about Roma may be said to influence and impact on 
perceptions and assumptions made about Roma in the Norwegian press. Past studies on racist 
constructions in the context of newspaper articles (Brookes, 1995; van Dijk, 1989), claim that 
media discourse tend to be exceedingly uniform. Brookes (1995, p. 478) argue that the 
western world media produces a consistent ideological discourse due to the countries “similar 
discursive histories”.  Based on this framework, the following section will present an analysis 
of an international media drive that started in October 2013. This meta-discussion illustrates 
how the media in different European countries produces similar discursive meanings of 
events. To transparently illustrate the international similarity I have chosen to insert examples 
of the debate retrieved from Swedish, British and Irish press. 
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‘The blond angel’ (VG, 22.10.2013) 
In October 2013 a little girl was ‘found’ in a Roma camp in Greece, countless media around 
the world broadcasted the story of ‘Maria’, whom many media assumed was kidnapped by 
Roma. VG 22 October 2013 writes ‘the blonde, little girl with the green-blue eyes who was 
found confused and dirty with the Roma’, they further quote the charity ‘A Child’s Smile’ ‘-
the family took advantage of ‘Marias’ special and innocent appearance and forced her to beg’. 
Further VG reports: ‘Greek police got eyes on the dirty, exhausted, blonde girl last 
Wednesday’ and ‘They saw the little wisp of blonde hair, which was totally unlike all the 
other children in the house and on the street outside’. The Swedish newspaper Expressen 20 
October 2013, writes “a couple respectively aged 39 and 40 are in custody accused for 
abducting the blonde girl”. The Daily Telegraph 19 October  2013 quotes the director of 
Greece’s ‘A child’s smile’ charity,’-She saw a little blonde head poking out from under the 
bedclothes’ and ‘It struck her as odd’. Dagbladet 21 October 2013, reports that the story of 
‘Maria’ has given new hope to a British family which son got kidnapped in Greece in 1992. 
The parents state that ‘-we have been told throughout the years that it is impossible for Roma 
to hide a European child. The case with the 4-year old girl, prove that this is not the occasion’. 
In the backlash of the media drive covering the ‘Maria-story’ The Sunday World 22 Oct 2013 
runs the headline: ‘World Exclusive: Blonde-haired, blue-eyed girl (7) taken from Roma 
family in Dublin’ and further down the article ‘there were a number of children in the house 
and one was a young girl who had blonde hair and striking blue eyes. She looked nothing like 
anybody else in the house’, further the article writes that ‘the Tallaght case is similar to the 
case in Greece’.  
These extracts draw on dominant discursive construction of blondeness. The 
structuring of blondness and eye-color I argue furthers a conception of phenotypic features as 
a symbol of ethnical origin, consequently, the enhanced deviance from ‘anybody else’ work 
as a proof of ethnicity. By remarking on phenotypical features in context with untrustworthy 
or criminal behaviour t an implicit racist conception is conveyed (Wodak & Matouschek, 
1993). In order, to discover the tacit ideology behind ‘negative ethnic characteristics’ (Wodak 
& Matouschek, 1993, p. 238), we must identify the circumstances they appear in. 
 In the examples above, there is not made any explicit racist comment about the Roma 
who took care of the girls. However, there is a demarcation of the girls phenotypic features: 
the reference to their blonde hair, blue-green eyes, special and innocent appearance is put in 
context with the suspicion this created since they did not resemble the couples where they 
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were staying. This could be interpreted as an inverted structure of racist expression based on 
phenotypic features; on the background that the girls do not look like the people around them. 
These indications could be argued to sum up a race discourse where the characteristic of the 
group define the individual (Wetherell & Potter, 1992). The ‘logical’ argumentation becomes: 
Roma do not have blonde hair and green eyes, thus the girls are not Roma. 
There is a suspicion that ‘Maria’ has been abused and taken advantage of because of 
her ‘special and innocent’ appearance, implying that blonde hair and green eyes are 
something special and innocent. By stating that it would be impossible for Roma to hide a 
European child, the distinction is made between Roma and Europeans. This premise assumes 
that a European child would be noticed amongst the Roma because it would not look like 
them, hence indicating that Roma are not ‘Europeans'. This is an ethnic generalization based 
on a conclusion that all Roma have certain identifying features. These assumptions create 
constructions of Roma that restricts their identity as Europeans.  
 Because of how the modern world is constituted, in fact many children do not at all 
resemble their parents; however their relation is not questioned. Thus we may ask if the 
media’s interest in the cases with these ‘blonde-haired and blue-eyed’ children reveal deeply 
rooted conceptions of the ‘white blond child’ as the innocent and civilized and the ‘totally 
unlike’ Roma as the primitive savage. I argue that the latent racial-constructions that becomes 
transparent in these extracts bear witness of ideologically driven structures embedded in a 
uniform and conservative European discourse. I argue that these constructions of Roma 
inevitably place them as ‘beyond difference’, as beyond comparison with ‘us’, the Europeans. 
These understandings of Roma draw on ideological perceptions of them as something apart, 
something quite different from others, thus leaving them outside the realm of European. 
These reports are relayed close in time, and with similar wording regardless of the 
international differences. Hence it is plausible that these articles has received their 
information from the same news agency, however none of the mentioned articles state critical 
objections or analytical questions to why there is an assumption that the girls are not ethnical 
Roma. Rather I argue that it is implicitly taken for granted that blonde-haired and blue- or 
green-eyed children cannot be of the Roma community, thereby they must have been 
abducted from their parents. The conception of ‘found’ predisposes that someone also is 
‘lost’, nevertheless, ‘Maria’ was not reported lost, and rather I claim that she was ‘found’ 
because it was un-thinkable that she was Roma. However, only days after this media drive the 
Sunday World 23 October writes ‘the results of the DNA tests a short time ago and they have 
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proven beyond doubt that the blonde haired, blue-eyed seven year old is the birth child of the 
Roma pair’ and three days later Aftenposten 26 October 2013 state ‘A DNA test has 
confirmed that the Greek Roma-child ‘Maria’s’ parents are found in Bulgaria’ and ‘The 
Bulgarian parents are Roma’. 
Based on this outline, and in accordance with the previous research, I propose that 
these extracts relay a dominant, uniform and ideologically underlying conception of what is 
means to be Roma, European, blonde-haired and blue- or green-eyed. Rather than suggesting 
that the case with the Irish girl ‘is similar to the Greek case’, I propose that it is the 
conformity of the media discourse that is similar. Regardless of which nationality or which 
newspaper they all construct blondeness as an evidence of the girls non-Roma heritage. I 
claim that these constructions reveals overarching and intersecting power structures of race 
and ethnicity, based on a taken for granted assumption that our ethnical origin can be traced 
by our features.  
Summing up Results and methodological considerations  
How do Norwegian media construct or reconstruct social representations of Roma? 
What strategies are used to mediate these social representations? My data indicate that, by 
employing various linguistic tactics, the newspaper discourse may influence certain 
perceptions of Roma at the expense of possible others. Furthermore the data indicate that 
there is an interdiscursively communicated web of understandings of Roma, which creates 
social constructions of them as interrelated or synonymous with concepts with connotations to 
problematic behaviour. We have seen that, as shown by previous research as well, there are 
discursive constructions of Roma that structure them within generalized and narrow 
categories. As mediated by the press, these may influence how the mainstream majority 
society comes to perceive the migrant Roma. These underpinning ideological incentives 
create power inequalities that position the Roma in a ‘we’– ‘them’ dichotomy where they are 
constructed as different from mainstream society. By using strategies that rationalize and 
enhance oneself, while casting blame on the Roma, negative attitudes and constructions can 
be justified and the Roma may be perceived as having only themselves to blame for their 
situation. Before going more deeply into discussing the analysis, I will first account for the 
methodological considerations that unpin the study.  
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5 Methodological reflections 
Newspaper articles as data 
Newspaper language is to be considered one but many optional ways to address constructions 
of the social world. Hence, this study has explored only one among many possible sources of 
representations of Roma. Still, I argue that newspapers as a contemporary and attitude-
sensitive medium hold significant power when it comes to the production and reproduction of 
meanings about the social world. Here it is important to bear in mind that the media are not an 
absolute carrier of the truth, that people have autonomous choices and are not merely passive 
when it comes to engaging in media communication (van Dijk, 1989). Rather, media 
discourse and society should be regarded as employed in a mutual correspondence, based on a 
dialectical understanding (Teo, 2000). Given this outline, the funds in this study may hence 
not reflect an underpinning xenophobic ideology inherent in the media institution, but may 
rather witness of expressions of the majority society. As ‘the economics of an institution is an 
important determinant of its practices and its texts’ (Fairclough, 1995, p. 42) and the media 
indeed can be regarded as an institution, the main motive of the media is to sell. Hence, 
‘newspapers after all, write only those kinds of reports and appeal only to those prejudices 
which they expect will find resonance among their readership’ (Wodak & Matouschek, 1993, 
p. 226). Thus it may be argued that the media write what the majority society wants to read 
and thereby “we create our ideological fields at the same time as these ideological fields 
recast us” (Nafstad & Blakar, 2012, p.744). In accordance with this outline and as previously 
noted the media today can be regarded as interacting with the public through various internet 
arenas. Hence it could be interesting and relevant to explore how constructions of migrant 
Roma are relayed through these channels. For example, a study on online newspaper 
commentary fields and social constructions of Roma may render a broader and deeper 
understanding of how media and the public interact in making meaning about migrant Roma.  
As the present study has not focused on the migrant Roma’s subjective experiences of 
the Norwegian media constructions of them, it cannot say anything about the possible 
psychological effects that these constructions may or may not imply for migrant Roma. 
However, the focus on how social constructions of migrant Roma are represented and offered 
within Norwegian media seek to explore the possible ways to make meaning of them, 
consequently this may have implications for how the majority society perceives migrant 
Roma, which ultimately may have consequences for how the major society act toward them.  
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As aforementioned, newspaper text can be regarded as ‘naturally occurring material’ 
(Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002, p. 120), the researcher is in that sense not impacting on the 
production of contents; however, the actual selection of data might be biased and subjective. 
However, as I make no claims to have conducted an objective or neutral analysis, I hope that 
my arguments as regards transparency will illuminate my finds and help justify my claims.  
5.1 Subjective reflexivity 
As critical discourse analysis, the social constructionist approach within which this study is 
located holds the premises that our knowledge about the social world is socially constructed. 
Truth as a sovereign objective is hence impossible within this framework. On this 
background, meanings made about the world are only subjective interpretations; we cannot 
claim that one perspective is more accurate than others. Within this framework lies the ideal 
of personal and critical reflexivity, meaning that in making claims about the social world as 
researchers we must account for our epistemological standpoint, while also transparently 
reflecting on our personal incentives for conducting that particular research.  
As for this study, my subjective motives for exploring social constructions of Roma 
within Norwegian media are reflexively accounted for by the explicit purpose of the study, 
and my considerations of why I believe this is important. I have clearly identified the articles 
in the text, so as to offer a transparent outline of which newspapers have been most cited; 
further I have made explicit who is cited, as this may be relevant for what is being said.  
5.2 Limitations of Critical Discourse Analysis 
As discussed earlier, I consider Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) a relevant method well-
suited for critical analysis of media-produced text, as it has receptivity for opaque and tacitly 
understood meanings imbedded in ideological structures. However, as CDA is not one 
distinct, explicit method but draws on appropriate methods to achieve it ends, I have sought to 
provide a transparent and thorough outline for my analysis. It has proven more problematic 
than I first realized to engage in a perspective that is open for an ideological and subjective 
stand, as it demands and at the same time challenges personal reflexivity. To gain a broader 
picture of how ideological understandings and meanings of Roma might interact with media 
language, I suggest that an approach that mixes qualitative and quantitative paradigms could 
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be useful. Such a perspective could facilitate better comprehension of how media language on 
the whole has changed regarding conceptions of migrant Roma.  
Discussing the results: Meaning production of migrating Roma within the context of 
Norwegian mediaWhat are the various social constructions of migrant Roma in Norway 
within the context of Norwegian media?  What ideological structures underpin these social 
constructions? How are these manifested, and what consequences may the social 
constructions have for the migrant Roma and for the public perception of them as group? In 
examining  social constructions of migrant Roma within the context of Norwegian media, the 
main focus of this study has been on mapping the dominant understandings of migrant Roma 
articulated through these channels, and on outlining the discursively constituted meanings that 
are taken for granted, as well as the structures that are produced at the expense of others. Do 
these representations produce or reproduce stereotypes that exclude the migrant Roma from 
Norwegian majority society?  
Previous research has shown that discrimination against Roma becomes fuelled by the 
frequent general and stereotyped representations of them. These provide a foundation for an 
underlying structural dilemma that generates an unequal balance of power between the 
majority society and the Roma. More broadly, previous studies of prejudice and social 
representations of minorities have found that prejudice is based on a categorical ‘we’–‘them’ 
dichotomy that privileges the in-group at the expense of the out-group. Such differing may 
result in general views of the out-group as being endowed with fewer secondary emotions and 
less human essence, and as a result they might be perceived as less human. Moreover, specific 
social psychology research on representations of the Roma has found that the Roma 
minorities in Europe are more prone to be represented ‘wrongly’ than non-Roma. This 
ontologization of Roma is often based on representations of them paired with animal 
attributes rather than human ones, with repercussions that serve to dehumanize Roma. I now 
turn to the various ways of constructing migrant Roma that have emerged from my data, and 
investigate whether these correspond with previous research findings.     
5.3 Strategies for constructing migrant Roma  
Previous critical discourse analytical research on racist constructions in media has shown that 
various linguistic strategies are used in order to establish and give meaning to minorities in 
the press (Brookes, 1995; Teo, 2000; van Dijk, 1989). As we have seen, the linguistic and 
syntactic structure of headlines, generalization, metaphors, quotation and over-lexicalization 
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organizes text so as to position the objects described within particular perspectives, at the 
expense of other possible positions. Common to all these strategies is their potential to convey 
ideologically loaded meanings in few words. Because of the non-neutral character of words, 
the syntactical structures of sentences strategically limit possible ways of perceiving the text. 
These perceptions are often presented as ‘taken for granted assumptions’ and ‘generally 
known truths’. In this way the text refers to the reader’s previous understanding of a 
phenomenon – and the more natural these constructions appear, the harder they become to 
oppose. These implicit assumptions not only categorize the Roma and the majority society as 
homogeneous groups, they also support and sustain negatively laden categories for Roma, 
restricting their possible social identities. 
All of these strategies produce binary oppositions where the majority society and the 
migrant Roma are juxtaposed in ‘we’–‘them’ categories. These classifications prevent Roma 
from being part of the majority, objectifying them as an entity, while simultaneously 
encouraging a sense of coherence and consensus amongst the readers. As this dichotomous 
ordering constructs a negative othering of the migrant Roma, it simultaneously implies a 
positive ‘we-are-better-than-they’ (Reisigl & Wodak, 2001, p. 25) concept linked to the in-
group, thereby rationalizing generalizations of ‘them’ as something else than ‘us’. These 
constructs promote feelings of righteousness that may legitimize talk about the migrant Roma 
with stereotyped concepts like beggary, problems, bad hygiene and criminality. And so, the 
social identities left for migrant Roma, as seen from the majority society perspective, are 
constrained to dirty, lazy, beggars and criminals. 
The more frequent these concepts occur in the media, the more interrelated they 
become; they appear synonymous with migrant Roma and hence may be conceived as 
‘naturalized formulations’ (Brookes, 1995, p. 471), implying a ‘true’ conception of the social 
world. Thus, by using metaphors already established in the language (such as the conflict 
analogy ‘explosion’, ‘invading’ and ‘taking over’) the media strategically pairs the migrant 
Roma with terminology that warns the reader of danger. When migrant Roma and clusters of 
negative words become over-lexicalized in the media they may create a common 
understanding of the migrant Roma as being dangerous. The Ideological effects is that  
possible social identities made available for migrant Roma within the media discourse are 
limited, narrowing the majority society’s perception of migrant Roma to general and 
stereotyped images of them as a group. 
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By quoting representatives of the in-group at the expense of the marginalized out-
group the media sustain perceptions of the majority society as the dominant part. The data 
analysed for this study show that migrant Roma are together quoted 22 times in 9 of articles, 
whereas representatives of the majority society are quoted 67 times in a total of 27. Taken 
together with the lack of Norwegian language skills among many migrant Roma in Norway, 
this framework has implications for them. First, they may risk being unaware of, and thus 
unable to intervene in, discourses that affect their daily lives. Secondly, the unequal 
‘quotation pattern’ (Teo, 2000, p. 20) may further silence them, so that they risk becoming 
‘the subjects of what others talk about’ (Teo, 2000, p. 41); on the other hand, it produce the 
impression that the migrant Roma are simply ignoring the debate. Thirdly, because that they 
seldom are cited directly, their voices may be ‘taken over’ by expert commentators of the 
majority elite – such as politicians, the police, NGO representatives and others. In turn, this 
means that migrant Roma become silenced, unaware of the discourses and debates affecting 
their lives, while they also risk being perceived as ignorant, not interested how the majority 
society sees them. Interdiscursivity: previous and current discourses of Roma 
This ‘we’–‘them’ dichotomy enables and legitimizes discursive constructions of 
migrant Roma made possible with this borderline. Representations of Roma that draw on 
constructions of them as not ordinary humans, as unhygienic and even as dangerous may act 
to cut them off from the majority society, making them appear rootless, uncivilized and 
barbaric. In turn, the majority society may stand out as even more normal, more ordinary, 
cleaner and generally more civilized, further deepening the divide between the Roma and the 
majority. Many of these categorizations of migrant Roma work interchangeably, appearing 
synonymously with these concepts. 
Throughout the analysis we have seen how the discursive constructions of migrant 
Roma found within the context of Norwegian media are often a question of interdiscursivity, 
with the social representations and the various meanings given to them often highly 
intertwined with earlier and current discourses. The data analysed in this thesis have shown 
that constructs of migrant Roma as un-ordinary simultaneously draw on other discourses of 
them as ‘occupying’, ‘squatters’, ‘rootless’ and ‘suspect’. We have seen that the discourse of 
hygiene and sanitation draws on concepts of Roma as ‘disgusting’, ‘chaotic’ and ‘abnormal’; 
furthermore, the discourse of migrant Roma as synonymous with beggars draws on 
constructions of them as ‘unhygienic’and ‘criminals’. The construction of Norway as an 
attractive place for migrant Roma simultaneously draws on ideas of ‘how to prevent the Roma 
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from coming here’ by making Norway less attractive – by not providing facilities, by 
prohibiting begging, and by not giving them money. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, 
these conceptions of migrant Roma serve to legitimize a power inequality that stigmatizes the 
Roma as a weaker category, while constructing Norwegian majority society as the dominant 
part. As a result, these structures further a disempowering of Roma, leading to feelings of 
apathy that make it harder to fight the stigmatization – thereby sustaining the imbalance.  
5.4 Infrahumanization  
Perceptions of Roma as an ‘out-group’ are also found in a wider European newspaper 
discourse conveyed in the Norwegian media. Based on taken-for-granted assumptions 
grounded in reproduced stereotypes of Roma phenotypic features, Roma are placed beyond 
comparison with Europeans. Even though the vast majority of Roma live in Europe, these 
constructions imply that they are not ‘European’ and hence restrict their affiliation with 
Europe. Given this framework, I argue that this shows the overarching construction of a 
binary ‘we’– ‘them’ opposition pervasive in various discursive constructions of Roma 
throughout the analysis. Because of the constitutive feature of language and its ability to 
create frames of reference that both support and generate ideological positions, the production 
of meaning in discourse must be viewed as power-negotiation. Hence, I claim that these 
constructions are underpinned by an ‘ideology of difference’ (Tileaga, 2005, p. 617); and that, 
by drawing on various conception of migrant Roma as ‘something else than us’, they threaten 
to undermine Roma voices and exclude them from the sphere of majority society. As these 
concepts of migrant Roma become naturalized, they serve to justify this ordering. Eventually 
the ideological effects of these assumptions may result in attributing to the migrant Roma less 
‘human essence’, viewing them as less endowed with secondary (human) emotions, leading to 
infrahumanization of the migrant Roma.  
5.5 Animal attribution  
Previous research has revealed representations of Roma as closely coupled with animal 
characteristics, and has noted that this ontologization of Roma dehumanizes them (Marcu & 
Cryssochoou, 2005; Pérez et al., 2007). Contrary to these earlier findings, my data do not 
indicate that this is frequently found within the context of Norwegian media. Apart from the 
one metaphorical construction of Roma as ‘moving in hordes’ (Dagsavisen, 04.07.2013), 
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there are no further indications in my findings that pairs Roma with constructions connoting 
explicitly animal features. As previously noted, language and categorization regarded from a 
social constructive perspective are considered as context-bound, so prejudice is not seen as 
something stable. Thus it is plausible that within a Norwegian context, animal attribution is 
not accepted or established as prejudiced language. Further, representing people in terms of 
animal characteristics is an extremely crass way of expressing xenophobia and racism, so the 
absence of animal attributions in Norwegian media discourse may also indicate that such 
language is not seen as politically correct. However, given the ideas of the more subtle and 
covert ‘new racism’ discussed above, I would hold that various linguistic strategies and 
discourses drawn on in my findings construct Roma in ways that do reveal ideological 
prejudices. This seems to be present in the various discursive strategies employed by the 
media when reporting on migrant Roma, and through the tacitly conveyed concepts of Roma 
as un-ordinary and less than humans. Because of the subtle and flexible ways of expressing 
negative attitudes against migrant Roma, the discursive patterns in the media must be studied 
in light of how they are constructed as contrasts to mainstream society. In my view, these 
prejudiced attitudes may be just as dangerous as more overtly negative expressions, as they 
are often justified by using strategies that rationalize the object and hence avoid charges of 
antisiganist utterances. Such expressions help to reinforce and maintain negative attitudes to 
the migrant Roma that may result in an infrahumanized conception of them, which is less than 
or lower than human; subhuman.  
5.6 Migrant Roma as humans 
Apart from previous discussed constructions of migrant Roma, and contrary to past research 
on racial-discourse in newspaper articles (Brookes, 1995; Teo, 2000; van Dijk, 1989) there is 
a current discourse within Norwegian media that counter structures of Roma as lesser human. 
On a concrete level, by explicitly articulating migrant Roma as human this discourse 
challenges the subtle structures that categorizes Roma as something else than the majority 
society. By drawing on a humane and moral stand this discourse calls for social change and a 
more reflected debate about the migrant Roma in Norway. However, on a more abstract level 
I argue that by constructing migrant Roma as human there is still made a discursive 
positioning that distances them from the majority. As humanity is something inherent in the 
human essence and therefore unquestionable the human appellation is not only unnecessary 
but may also be potentially damaging to migrant Roma. As the verbalization of Roma as 
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human is a counter discourse to racist constructions it has simultaneously emerged from the 
prevailing ideological discourses constructing Roma as not human. This does however not 
mean that constructions of Roma as human is immoral, inhumane or covertly racist, rather it 
implies that language use is imbricated in a socio-, political-, and historical context that lay as 
ground for how we refer to and make meaning of the world.   
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6 Conclusions 
 
The analysis has shown that the various social representations of migrant Roma relayed by 
Norwegian media often draw on generalized, stereotyped and stigmatizing views of the Roma 
as a group. These social constructions restrict the possible ways offered to make meaning of 
migrant Roma, while producing and reproducing negative attitudes towards them. Moreover, 
we have seen that, within the differing contexts of newspaper articles, distinctive discourses 
predominate that to a certain extent appear as truth. The production of meaning that acts to 
‘other’ the migrant Roma, in contrast to the way in which the mainstream society is described, 
creates a generalized and stereotyped concept of them. 
To counter overt and covert negative representations of migrant Roma, the directives 
provided by the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance ECRI (2011) 
presented earlier in this work, on page 6 and 7 offer relevant and useful guidelines, applicable 
both within the offline and online media. The data presented in this thesis have shown that 
many of these directives are violated within the context of the Norwegian media. For instance, 
there is a tendency to stress the ethnic origin of Roma even when this is irrelevant to 
understanding the matter being presented. Beggars and Roma have become interrelated as 
synonymous concepts – whereas many beggars are in fact not Roma, so these concepts are not 
synonymous. Further, dissemination of information that might prompt or fuel prejudice or 
might encourage discrimination and intolerance towards Roma has not been regulated to 
prevent this from happening. This we see, for instance, in the discourses that draw on 
perceptions of Roma as ‘invading’ or ‘taking over’, thereby creating the impression of Roma 
as a source and cause of insecurity. And lastly, the data analysed in this thesis show an 
imbalance regarding quotations and representation of Roma and representatives of Norwegian 
majority society. This indicates that media participation of migrant Roma is negatively 
skewed to their disadvantage, even when the story is about them. Given this summary, many 
of the ECRI guidelines are not followed, which results in an undermining of the migrant 
Roma. Hence, the Migrant Roma might be ‘given voice and sometimes even a face not so 
much because they have any clout to influence the storytelling, but because they are the story’ 
(Teo, 2000, p. 40).  
To return to the initial question: yes, stereotyped, negative representations of Roma are 
indeed present within the Norwegian media context. I suggest that the media do have a 
responsibility for the general meanings made of Roma. It is now up to the media to 
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acknowledge themselves as institutions with power, and reflect critically on their ideological 
motives for constructing Roma in certain ways, taking responsibility for the possible effects 
resulting from these constructs. It raises a challenge for the media to bring their reporting into 
compliance with the ECRI directives. At the same time it may be debated if these parameters, 
that is, the ECRI guidelines, generate possible restrictions or circumscription of the freedom 
of speech. However, following these guidelines may give rise to a sort of self-censorship but 
it may also bring about a reflection of when and how ethnicity is essential for the 
understanding of social events. This self-reflection may be needed in a process of countering 
discourses that give rise to hate-speech and discrimination and encourage discourses that may 
deal with social challenges and problems in ways that respect the individuals in question and 
promote their human rights and right to dignity.  
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Appendix  
 
Aften 29 June 2010: ‘Fra paradegate til pariagate’ 
Vg 19 July 2010: ‘Her er politiets skrekk-bilder’ 
Aftenposten 26 August 2010: ‘Når univers kolliderer’ 
Aften 10 August 2011: ‘Har vi plass til romfolk?’ 
Aften 10 July 2012: ‘Å lukke øyene gjør ikke at de forsvinner’ 
Aften 11 July 2012: ‘-Slutt å gi dem penger’ 
Aftenposten 11 July 2012: ‘-Tigging er ikke en politioppgave’, and: ‘-Alt vi ber om, er en 
jobb’ 
Dagbladet 11 July 2012: ‘Trengende mennesker i Oslo’ 
Aftenposten 12 July 2012: ‘I dag kan skjebnen deres bli avgjort’ 
Dagsavisen 12 July 2012: ‘Registreing, ikke trakkasering’ 
Aftenposten 14 July 2012: ‘-Det er ikke uverdig å stille krav til mennesker’ 
Aftenposten 15 July 2012:’Ny romleir midt i bitter nabostrid’ 
Dagbladet 18 July 2012: ‘Romfolk-sjokk’ 
Dagsavisen 20 July 2012: ‘FrP-politiker om romfolk: «Måker» og «slum» 
Aftenposten 24 July 2012: ‘Regjeringen tygger på et forbud’, and ‘ Ingen politisk løsning for 
romfolket’ 
Dagbladet 28 July 2012: ‘Rom for forbedring’ 
Aften 31 July 2012: ‘Byrommet må beskyttes’ 
Aftenposten 3 August 2012: ‘Oslo kommune har gitt romfolket toaletter’ 
Aftenposten 20 December 2012: ‘Den lange turen ingensteds’ 
Aftenposten Osloby 21 March 2013: ‘Forbereder seg på en krevende rom-sommer’ 
VG 30 March 2013: ‘Frp slåss mot tigger-invasjon’ 
Dagsavisen 9 April 2013: ‘Har gitt penger til tiggere’ 
Dagsavisen 13 April 2013: ‘Rom-Invasjonen’ 
Aftenposten 20 April 2013: ‘ Et steinhardt liv’ 
Aftenposten 29 April 2013: ‘Vil ikke ha regjeringens romtiltak’ 
VG 30 April 2013: ‘Kunne du hjelpe en stakkar med slant besinnelse?’ 
VG 2 May 2013: ‘Vil heller være her og tigge’ 
VG 3 May 2013: ‘Den menneskelige faktor’ 
Aftenposten 7 May 2013: ‘ Gjør staten oss til rasister?’ 
Dagsavisen 13 May 2013: ‘Rom, flagg og grensekontroll’ 
Aftenposten Osloby 16 May 2013: ‘Nå er det forbudt å sove ute i byen’ 
Aftenposten 24 May 2013: ‘Slår opp nye romleire ved Sognsvann’ 
Dagsavisen 4 July 2013: ‘Tiggerinvasjonen i Oslo uteble’ 
The Telegraph 19 October 2013: ‘Mystery young girl found with Roma family’ 
Expressen 20 October 2013: ‘Fyraåringen kan vara ett trafficking-offer’ 
Dagbladet 21 October 2013: ‘Jakten på Marias virkelige mamma’ 
VG 22 October 2013: ‘Den blonde engelen er kanskje seks-syv år’ 
Sunday World 22 October: ‘ World Exclusive: Blone-haired, blue-eyed girl (7) taken from 
Roma family in Dublin 
Sunday World 23 October: ‘DNA confirms Roma couple ARE biological parents of child 
taken into HSE care 
Aftenposten 26 October: ‘Foreldre funnet i Bulgaria’ 






























































